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SOME OBSERVATIONS ON THE USE OF THE INDEX

This index reflects the nature and scope of the Student Financial
Assistance hearings begun in October 1973 by the House of Repre-
sentatives Subcommittee on Postsecondag ducstion (formerly the
Special Subcommittee on Education) and completed in July 1974.
Each dpart of the hearings was devoted to a specific topic in post-
secon education which was addressed by a variety of witnesses
from within and without the education community. The listing below
provides the topics covered and the appropriate part number. It
should be noted that the part numbers appear in the index 2s Roman
numerals to distinguish the part numbers from page numbers.

Part 1—Theory and Practice of Need Analysis

Part 2—Work Programs |
Part 3—Student Loan Programs |
Part 4—Graduate Programs

Part 5—State Programs

Part 6—Grants

Part 7—Institutional Aid

Part 8—Miscellaneous

Part 9—Seminars

Some parts of the hearings have not only distinctive topics, but
distinctive structural characteristics as well. For example, a user
of the index will find that Part 9 (entered in the index as IX), by
intent, does not reveal the identity of witnesses.

To make maximum use of this index, an individual should consult
the table of contents in the front of each part. Most names of witnesses,
their official titles and their organizations appear only in those tables
of contents. In addition, the table of contents of each part also con-
tains references to letters and other materials submitted for inclusion
in that part. The index, in turn, is devoted to the subjects discussed
during the course of the hearings. Through consideration of the
listing of topics covered by the various parts and the table of contents
of each part, a user could determine, in most cases, which entries
in the index are likely to lead to needed information.

There are two types of entries in this index—main entries and
sub-entries. A main entry describes the general subject which has
been indexed. The sub-entry provides a descriptive phrase of a
specific piece of information about that main entry. For example, if
one were interested in information on the College Work-Study pro-
ﬁmm and a Bureau of Applied Social Research study on that program

e could proceed as follows. The user could turn to the main entry of
“College Work-Study program” and, by scanning the alphabetized
sub-entries, locate “Bureau of Applied Social Research, Columbia
University, study, II: 7-9, 35, 40, 101~103; VI: 224; IX: 64.” This
means, for example, that on pages 7-9 of part 2 the Bureau of Ap-
plied Social Research study is discussed, and that it is also discussed
on page 64 of part 9.
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2

Acronyms have been used throughout the index as sub-entries where
appropriate. The following listing matches each acronym with the full
title for which it stands. It should be noted that in the alphabetizing
of the sub-entries in the index under main entries the acronyms are
treated as though the full title were spelled out.

ACE—American Council on Education
ACT—American College Testing Program
BEOG—Basic Educational Opportunity Grant
BLS—Bureau of Labor Statistics
CED—Committee for Economic Development
CEEB—College Entrance Examination Board
(SS—College Scholarship Service
CWS—College Work-Study

ECS—Education Commission of the States
EQG—Educational Opportunity Grant
ETS—Educational Testing Service
GSL—Guaranteed Student Loan
GAO—General Accounting Office
HEA—Higher Education Act of 1965
IRS—Internal Revenue Service

OE—Office of Education

NASFAA—National Association of Student Financial Aid
Administrators

NCHELP—National Council of Higher Education Loan Pro-
grams

NDSL—National Direct Student Loan
NIE—National Inititute of Education

OMB—Office of Mana;igment and Budget
SEOQOG—Supplemental Educational Opportunity Grant
SREB—Southern Regional Education Board
SSIG—State Student Incentive Grant

USDA—U.S. Department of Agriculture

v




Academic ability
Enrollment, impact on, VII: 25
Academic performance
SSIG criteria, V: 156
Work, relation to, 11: 246
Academic Revolution by David Riesman
A Discussion of, IX: 92-93
ce

ess
BEOG, V: 100; VI: 235-236; VII: 107, 114
California, IX: 27
City University of New York, I1X: 147
Commitment to, IX: 40
Community colleges, IX: 40-41, 119, 120
Cost of education allowance, VII: 84, 88
EOG, I: 32
Enrollment, VII: 25-26, 36, 109, 111
Expansion of, IX: 40-41, 147 @
Factors influencing, VII: 23-26, 32, 34, 36, 37, 41-43, 45, 46, 49, 63, 76, 109
111-112, 122, 128; VIII: 12, 231
Federal role, V1I: 89, 124; IX: 147
Federal student assistance, II: 37, 51; V: 90, 100, 105; VII: 109-110; IX: 3
GSL, III: 178-179
Impact on students, discussion of, IX: 41-42
Land-grant colleges, VII: 66
Low-income students, VII: 46-47, 49, 50, 109-110
Naggngézcommission on the Financing of Postsecondary Edu oation, VIII:
2 -
Need analysis, I: 14
Part-time students, VIII: 196-214
Social mobility, effect on, VII: 125, 126-127
Student assistance vs. low tuition, VIII: 138, 139, 144-145
Truman Commission report on higher education, I1X: 152
Tuition, V: 126; VII: 106, 109
Wisconsin Higher Education Plan, V: 112
Accountability
Federal and State governments, pressures for, VIII: 184-185
Accreditation
Different types of institutions, VIII: 184
Federal aid to higher education, VIII: 183184, 186-188
Fund for the Improvement of Postsecondary Education, VIII: 187
NIE, VIII: 187
OE, VIiI: 186
Orlans study, VIII: 186, 188
ACTION community services programs
Relation to other student work programs, II: 28, 41, 120-129
Ad Hoc Committee on Financing Higher Education
Wisconsin Guaranteed IHigher Education Plan by Robert Sather, V: 107
Adult education
Cooperative education, role in, II: 242, 204
Adult students
Need analysis, IX: 108
Age of majority
Higher education financing, V: 107
Albngy Junior College
ooperative education, IT: 377-378
Allotment
SSIG, V: 89
SSIG, enrollment, V: 157
Alternative approaches to graduate education
A panel on, IV: 25-26
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American Association of Community and Junior Colleges
Cost-of-instruction, HEA, VII: 79-89
American Association of State Colleges and Universities
Coopcrative education program, recommendations, I1: 284-286
Tuition, rccommendations on, V: 106
Tuition reduction at University of Wisconsin, VII: 41
American Bankers Association
GSL, discussion of, III: 83-87
Student Loan Task Force membership list, I11: 84
Amcrican College Testing Program
BEOG need analysis, I: 1
Need analysis, discussion of, I: 6-54
American College Testing Program nced analysis
Ability to pay, I: 7-8
BEOG application, simplification of, VIII: 7, 11, 19-20
BEOG nced analysis, compared to, I: 42-43
BLS lower family budget, I: 33, 35-36, 53
(CSS need anali'sis, compared to, I: 34
Development, I: 7
Lxpected family contribution, I: 55, 76; VIII: 4, 7, 19
IIoirégbgtl)lzc for Financial Aid Administrators (Academic Year 1974-75), I:
Middle income students, I: 1-6, 33-36, 330-341
1973 revisions in the ACT student need analysis service, I: 323-329
Parental contribution, I: 43
Summer earnings, I: 12, 70
American Council on Education
CWs, Frndunte student participation, IV: 13-14
Cost of attendance indexes, VII: 111~112
FOG findings, VI: 185
Higher education finance, VII: 46-47
Part-time studcnts, special committee on, VI: 257
Policy analysis, VIII: 251
American Federation of Labor-Congress of Industrial Organizations
CWS and cooperative education, II: 260-261
American Legion
Veterans’ Cost of Instruction, VII: 37-39
American National Bank of Chicago
GSL, servicing, ITI: 181
Antioch College
Cooperative education program, II: 132-140
Appointment to Opportunity by General Motors Institute (brochure), I1: 209-229
Appropriations
Case amendment (SSIG), V: 155
SSIG, V: 153,155
Aslin, Sandy
Financial need of freshmen, IX: 75
Assets
BEOG, treatment under, I: 40, 42; V: 161; VIII: 7, 9, 12; IX: 7, 19
Income, relation to, V: 142
New York tuition grant program, V: 151-152
Associated Students of San Francisco State University
(irievance procedures for aid decisions, VI: 271-272
Independent students, discussion of, VI: 271-274
Association of American Colleges
A National Policy for Private Iligher Education, VII: 32
Association of American Universities
Graduate students, Federal support for, IV: 7-16
Association of Governing Boards
Howard Bowen address, I1X: 50~51
Association of Jesuit Colleges and Universities
Private higher education, Federal aid to, VII: 46-49, 55-65
Atomic Energy Commission
Graduate student support, IV: 8, 17
Attendance (postsecondary education)
Income class, according to, VI: 203
Bankruptey
GSL, III: 31, 37-38
Loans, V: 126
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Banks
GSL, VIII: 194-195, 212
Basic Educational Opportunit{’ Grant program (BEOG)

Access, role in providing, VI: 235-236; VII: 107, 114

Administration, VI: 178; VIII: 115

Administration through institutions, II: 52

Administrative allowance, VIII: 8, 14, 72, 91

Administrative costs, VI: 222-223

Administrative costs to institutions, VI: 223-224

Applicants, number of, V: 101; IX: 57-58

Application forms, distribution of, VI: 177-178; VII: 22

Applications, ACT, VIII: 5, 7, 11, 19-20, 79

Applications, CSS, VIII: 5, 7, 11, 19, 79

Applications, completion of, VII: 107

Applications, percent which qualify, VI: 179

Applications, receipt of, VI: 179

Applications, self-computation on, VIII: 3, 8. 20, 24-25

Applications, simplification of, VI: 318; VITs: 3,'8, 19-20, 113

Authorizing legislation, text of, VI: 170-173

Award, amount of, VI: 178, 182, 221, 266; VII: 21, 22; VIII: 24;IX: 21, 47

Awards, VIII: 24

Basic Educational Opportunity Grants, the State Administrative Modecl,
June, 1974 by Richard H. Johnston, V: 93-99

BEOG Resolution of Eastern Association of Student Financial Aid Adminis-
trators, VI: 324

California, University of, VIII: 7, 12

College-based J)rograms, relation to, VII: 123; VIII: 116-117

Cost of attendance, V: 136, 147, 148; VI: 218-219, 220, 323, 324; VII: 51,
63-64; VIII: 4, 19, 117;IX: 135, 143

Cost of attendance, OE interpretation of, VI: 219-220 .

Distribution of Basic Grant Awards Under Full Funding, by Institutional
Types, SREB States (table), VI: 264

Eligible institutions, VI: 195

Eligibility, VIII: 207

Evaluation of, VII: 114

Expansion of, IX: 153

Expcctgd family contribution schedule, V: 161; VI: 268; VIII: 24; IX: 7,
84-85

Full-Funding Current Formula BEQOG Distribution Examples by Insti-
%}xltionul ype and Family Income Dependent Resident Students (table),

: 266

Full-Fundir’xlg Proposed Formula BEQG Distribution Ezamples by Insti-

t‘}xltio%%l G}épe and Family Income Dependent Resident Students (table),
: 267, 2

Funding, V: 148; VI: 183, 197, 224, 241; VII: 78, 114, 123-124, 125-126;
VIII: 5, 19, 21, 24, 192, 208; IX: 37

Graduate student participation, IV: 11, 21, 27

(331, relation to, VII: 22

Hals-lcost provision, VIII: 4, 9, 192, 207-208; IX: 7, 19, 35, 89, 118, 134,

51, 152

Half-time students, VI: 256-257

Income levels, VI: 266

Independent students, VIII: 5, 21, 117

Low-income students, VII: 101

Low/no tuition institutions, VIII: 4, 19, 191-192, 207-208

Maintenance of effort, VI: 195

NASFAA, discussion by, VI: 218-224

Nautional Student Lobby study, II: 37

National Work Conference on the State-Federal Partnership in Student
Assistance, recommendations of, V: 96

Need to simplify, IX: 128

New York financial aid program, V: 148; VIII: 19

Notarization requirement, VIII: 90, 93

Objective of, IX: 128

Participation of institutions, VI: 195, 230-231

Participation of students, VI: 178

Part-time students, cligibility of, VI: 259

J
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Basic Educational Opportunity Grant program (BEOG)—Continued

Pm't-time0 students, National University Extension recommendations, VI:
259, 26

Payment schedule, VI: 178, 179

Payment Schedule Awards for 1974-75 Academic Year-Student Eligibility

ndex (table), VI: 181

Percentage Distribution of Basic Grant Aid Under the Current And Proposed
Formulas, and Aggregate Financial Need, by Institutional Types, SREB
States (table), VI: 268, 269-270

Percentage Distribution of Institutionally-Based Federal Student Aid, Esti-
mated Basic Grant Aid, and Ageregate Financial Need, by Institutional
Types SREB States (table), VI: 265

Private higher eduecation, VII: 51; IX: 153

Program information dissemination, VI: 177-178

Role of, VI: 191

Southern Regional Education Board, discussion by, VI: 263-271

Southern Regional Education Board formula, VI: 267-270

State administration of, IX: 140-141

State agencies, V: 93

State model, V: 93-96

State role in, IX: 150-151

State scholarship aid, comparison to, V: 99

State tuijtion policies, IX: 79

States, complement to, V: 149; VIII: 193-194

Student response, rate of, IX: 57-58

Subsistence costs, IX: 6, 7, 8-9, 15, 16, 30-31, 116, 133, 153

SEOG, as affected by, VI: 191, 224 IX:5

SEOG funding, relafion of, VI: 192

Target population, V: 100

Title I\F of the Higher Education Act: A Technical Analysis of Six Student
f‘rirénixgisal Aid Programs . .. by College Entrance Lxamination Board, IX:

30~

Tuition, VII: 47, 52, 63-64; IX: 63-64

Tuition, impact on, VIII: 19; I1X: 72

Tuition level, limited to, IX: 133

Two-yeur colleges, effect on, VI; 207

Unmet Financial Need Under Institutionally-Based Federal Student Aid
Programs and Basic Grant Program, by Institutional Types, SREB
States (table), VI: 265

Unmet need, by income levels, VI: 267

Veterans programs, transfer of funds, VIII: 208

Basic Educational Opportunity Grant need analysis

CT, need analysis, compared to, I: 42-43

ACT, need analysis, replacement by, VIII: 71-72

ACT, operated by, I: 1

Applicntlioré f%r0 etermination of family contribution for 1973-74 academic
year, I: 81

Assets, treatment of, I: 40, 42;V: 161, VIII: 7, 9, 12; 1X: 7, 19

Award, limit on amount, I: 45

(’SS need analysis, compared to, I: 42-43

Compared with other need analysis systems, I: 11-12: VIII: 116

Conzolidation with other Federal programs, VIII: §0
Development, I: 70-73

Eligibility, use in determining, I: 14

ixpeeted family contribution, 1: 69, 70; VIII: 4,7, 19, 116, 117
Family contribution schedules, VIII: 9

Family size offset, I: 55, 68~69

First-time students, limited to, I: 47

(i bill benefits, troatment of, VI: 221

Income, VIII: 11-12, 117;IX; 110, 132
Independent students, I: 50

Low-income students, I: 68, 73-74

Middle-income students, I: 1-6, 342-347

OF administration, I: 70-73

Orshansky formula, 1: 55, 68-69

Social security benefits, It 43; VI: 220, 313-318
Summer earnings, I: 12, 41, 70, 71

Yeterans edueation benefits, Ik 43

Q ]1\)
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Berea College
Work program, study of, II: 248-250
Black colleges
Federal student assistance, VII: 21
Institutional support, VII: 21
Land-grant colleges, VII: 19
Role of, VI:303; VII: 19: IX: 77-78
Special services for disadvantaged students, V1: 302
Student body, characteristics of, VII: 19
Talent seareh, VI: 302
Upward Bound, VI: 302
Black students )
ederal assistance survey by Syracuse University, Office of Student Affairs,
Activities and Organizations, VI: 310~-311
Income distribution, IX: 76
Need analysis, IX: 76-77
Parental contributions to education, IX: 76
Blacks
A Portrait of Blacks in Graduate Studies, by Leonard Baird, IV: 36, 67-71
Bowen, Howard
Association of Governing Boards address, IX: 50-51
Higher education financing, VII: 69-70
Brookings Institution
BIIOG funding, VIII: 192, 208
EOG, report on, VIII: 209
Higher education financing: V: 109
Orlans accreditation study, VIII: 186
Bundy grants
Discussion of, IX: 154
Bureau of Applied Social Research, Columbia University
CWS study, II: 7-9, 33, 40, 101~103, 349-354; VI: 224
EOG findingg, VI: 186
Bureau of Labor Statistics Family Budgets
ACT program need analysis, I: 33, 33-36, 53
CSS need analysis, I: 37, 38, 39, 53
Consumer choice, reflection of, I: 57
Development and use of, I: 56-60
Family composition, I: 57
Goods and services, I: 56, 57-59
History of, I: 57-59
Intermediate standard, I: 37, 38, 39, 55
Low standard, I: 33, 35-36, 55
Orshansky formula, compared to, I: 41, 67-68, 69, 71~72, 74
Rectify estimation of, I: 56, 59
USDA food plans, I: 38
California
Access to higher education, IX: 27
College Opportunity (irant program, IX: 62, 63
Community colleges, VII: 80, 81, 86; IX: 39
LOP program, IX: 62, 63
! Federal student assistance, VIII: 7, 17, 18
Low tuition higher edueation, I: 28-29
California State University cuopemtive education, II: 370-372
Student assistance programs, VI: 200-217, VII: 34; IX: 62
California, University of
BILOG, VIII: 7, 12
CWS, VIII: 13
Federal student assistance, VIII: 6-8, 10-18
(ST, VIII: 15, 18
Loans, VIII: 14
NDSL, VIII: 118
California State Scholarship and Loan Commission
Observations about the status of student finaneial aid nationslly and in
California, VI: 379-380
California State University, Long Beach
Veterans, rcsearch on, VII: 14
Veterans’ Cost of Instruction, eligibility, VII: 11, 12, 13
Veterans program, VII; 10-18
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Carnegie Commission on Higher Education
BEOG, half-cost provision, VIII: 192, 207-208
CWS funding, VIII: 194, 211
Cost of college, VIIT: 192, 194, 197, 207, 216227
Cost-of-education grants, VIII: 196-197, 214-216
Equal educational opportunity, VIII: 190-191, 204
History of, VIII: 190-191, 204~-205
Institutional aid, VIII: 196, 214
National Student Loan Bank proposal, VIII: 195-196, 213-124
Higher education financing, V: 109; VII: 54
Part-time students, VIII: 214
Private higher education, VII: 26, 41, 47, 49, 51, 54, 62
Public tuition, VII: 47, 49, 51, 54; VIII: 197-198, 216-219
Reports, VIII: 204-205
State aid to privste institutions, VIII: 193
SSIG, VIIL: 209-211
Student cligibility, VIII: 207
Student loans, ViiI: 194, 212
Who Benefits?, VIII: 192, 207
Carncegic Council on Policy Studies in Higher Lducation
History of, VIII: 190, 204
Low/no tuition, VIII: 198~-199
Casc amendment
SS1G appropriations, V: 155
Catholic University of Puerto Rico
Student assistance, VIII: 178
Chamber of Commerce of U.S.
Cooperative cducation and CWS, recommendations, I11: 180-184
Chcit, Earl F.
Private higher education finance, VII; 26
Chicago community college system
Students, characteristics of, VIL: 98-99
Cincinnati, University of
Cooperative cducation program, I1: 46-47
City University of New York system
Access, 1X: 147
Colbert (French finance minister)
S81G, refcrence to, V: 129
Coleman, James
Youth, Transition to Adulthood, discussion of, VIII: 182-183
College catalogy
Consumer protection, IX: 116
College cost
see Tuition
College Intrance Examination Board (CEEB)
Cost of college, V11: 81, 85-86
Feonomic Opportunity Grants program, V111: 192, 209
Need analysis, discussion of, 1: 6-54
Title 1V of the Higher Education Aet: A Technieal Analysis of Six Student
Financial Aid Programs, 1X: 156-168
College Scholarship Service need analysis
Ability to pay, 1: 10, 11, 23-24
ACT need analysis, compared to, 1: 34
BEQC application, simplification of, V111: 19-20
BEQOG need analysis, compared to, 1: 42-43
BEOG, consolidation with, VI11: 7, 11
Black students, family contribution of, 1X: 76
BLS intermedinte family budget, 1: 37, 38, 39, 53
CSS Need Analysis: Theory and Computation Procedures (1974-75), 1: 91—
181

Development, 1: 10

Discretionary income, 1: 38

Fxpeeted family contribution, 1: 53, 76; V111: 4, 7, 19
Independent students, 1: 50

Loan programs, use in, 1: 11

Middle-income students, 1: 16, 36-40, 348-359
NDSL, 1: 10

Parental contribution, 1: 43 .
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College Scholarship Service need analysis—Continued

Public participation, 1: 18

Social Security benefits, 1: 43

Student agsistance programs, nse in, 1: 10

Summer earnings, 1: 12, 70

Veterans education benefits, 1: 43

College Work Study program (é'WS)

Academic promise of recipients, V111: 211

Administration, 11: 96, 106-107; 1V: 15; V111: 89, 122

AFL-C10, recommendations by, 11: 260

Allotment formula, 11: 20, 98, 105, 108-110, 116, 322-327; V111: 5, 21;1X: 18

Authorization level, 1V: 12, 15

BEOG agplication, relation to, 11: 112, 247

Beneiits of, 11: 8, 83, 85; 1X: 10

Bureau of Applied Social Research, Columbia University, study, 11: 7~9, 35,
40, 101-103; V1: 224; 1X: 64

California, University of, V111: 13

Career, relation to, 11: 9, 22, 28, 63, 136; V111: 183

Chamber of Commerce of U.S., recommendations of, 11: 181-184

Changes, discussion of, 1X: 9

The College Work-Study Program and 1lts Allotment Formula for the States,
tl)]y Jerrold Gibson, 11: 322-327

College Work Study Helps Sullivan Students Move Ahead by Francine
Bowers, 11: 318

Community services, IV: 12, 15

Cooperative education, combine with, II: 172

Contiruation of, IX: 141

Curriculum-related jobs, IX: 9

Discussion of, II: 8, 3

Duke University, 1V: 15

Barnings, II: 178; VII: 48, 65

Earnings, limit on, VII: 73; I1X: 5

Eligibility, VIII: 194, 211

Employers, relation to, IT: 8, 173

Employment, type of, I1: 14, 22, 53, 68

Expansior. of, VIII: 121, 128; IX: 128, 129

Family income of participants, VIII: 212

The Federal College Work-Study Program, Status Report, FY1971 by
Nathalie Friedman, II: 7-9, 35, 40, 101-103; VI1: 224; VII: 65; IX: 64

Federal contribution, IV: 30-31

Field supervisors, II: 10, 18, 19

Financial aid officers, II: 9

Financial aid officer flexibility, VI: 183-184

Forgiveness factors, I1: 90

Funding, II: 10, 16, 19, 52, 56, 83-84, 91-93, 99, 100, 104, 107, 111, 116, 118,
178, 248; IV: 27; VI: 183; VII: 50: IX: 131

Funding, Carnegie Commission, VIII: 194, 211

Graduate students, IV: 12, 13-16, 20, 27-28, 29

Grants-loans-work concept, III: 3

History of, II: 33, 95-96

Hourly wage rate, IV: 11, 15, 28

Hours of work, limitation, II. 11, 19, 20, 28, 35; VIII; 114

Jobs, types of, VIII: 122;IX: 14

Labor source for institutions, IX: 4

Law students, IV: 12 15

Loans, relation to, VIII: 13-14

Low-income students, II: 7, 24, 83, 93, 103; VII: 20; IX: 10, 131

Massey-Draughon Business College, 11: 320

Mateching, provision, VIII: 122; I1X: 23

Miami-Dade Community College, VIII: 75~76

Middle-income students, I1: 260-261

Midwest Association of University Student Employment Directors, resolu-
tion of, II: 69-70, 70-71

Need, OB regulations, II: 289, 291

Need analysis, I: 1: II: 14, 15, 24, 49

Necd requirement, discussion of, 1X: 14

Non-CW8 working student, compared with, IX: 5

Northern Illinois University, II: 376
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College Work Study program (CWS)~—Continued
hio Association of Students, IT1: 356-357
Ohio State University, II: 288
Part-time students, II: 117
A Position Paper Concerning the Inequitites of the Current Siate Allotment
Formulae . . . by Walter Moulton, VI: 307-309
Profitmaking agencies. recommendations on, II: 9, 17, 64, 92
Reallocation of funds within States, VI: 197
Regional panels in allotment process, II: 11-13, 20, 105
Sex diserimination, I1: 9
Simmons College program, II: 86
Southern California, University of, VIII: 23, 25
Stanford University, graduate student participation, IV: 14
Students, treatment of, I1X: 4-5
Subminimum wage, discussions of, II: 19, 27, 29, 33, 44, 52, 85
Subsistence costs, IX: 64
Sullivan Business College, I1: 317
Summer programs, II: 17, 83, 92
Support, reasons for, IX: 4
Title IV of the Higher Education Act: A Technieal Analysis of Six Student
Finaneial Aid Programs, t{)y CEEB, 1X: 156-168
Transfer of program funds, VI: 184, 193-194; VIII: 72-73, 91
Transportation of students, I1: 21-22
University Year for Action, VIII: 183, 190
Urban Corps, I1: 269-270, 313
Value of, VII: 20, 65, 117
Work Study Dilemma Needs Solution, by Cynthia Fischer, I1: 354
Colorado ]
State work-study program, VII: 85
Commission on Nontraditional Study
Postsecondary edueation, quality of, VII: 36-37
Committee for Economie Development
Federal student assistance, private institutions, VIII: 141, 143
Federal student loans, expansion of, VIII: 150-151
Financing of higher education, VIII: 135, 142, 158, 167-168, 170-171
Institutional aid, VIII: 138, 148, 168-169
Louans, increase of, VIII: 136-137, 144-146
Th_e331\¢1111§12gement and Financing of Colleges, discussion of, VI: 199; VIII:
109, Ly
Management of higher education, VIII: 142
Purpose of higher education, VIII: 135, 142-143
Research Advisory Board roster, VIII: 169
State student assistance, diseussion of, VI: 198-217
Tuition increases, VITI: 136-137, 144-146
Community colleges
Access, VIII: 200; IX: 40-41
BEOG, affect on enrollment, VI: 207
California system, VII: 80, 81, 86; IX: 39
Chicago system, VII: 98-99
Cost of attendance, IX: 119
Cost of attendance, CEEB, VII: 81, 85-86
Course offerings, 1X: 120
Community College Education as a Source of Economic Development, by
Francis Shieh, II: 321
Family income of students, VIII: 77
Federal assistance, study on, VII: 81
Federal student assistance, VIT: 80-81
Funding, sources of, VII: 81, 86
Gieographic limitations, I1X: 120
HEA, cost-of-education grants, VII: 79-89
HEA, Title X, VII: 88
Illinois Public Community College Act, VII: 99
Illinois systemn, VII:
Low/no tuition, VII: 36-27, 97-98
Low-income students, Texas aid to, VII: 81, 85
Low-income students, tuition increases, VII: 87
New York scholar incentive students, V: 140
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Community colleges—Continued
QOccupational education, VII: 88
Role of, VII: 25, 88, 118, 128; IX: 39-40
Special programs, cost of, VII: 83, 87-88
Student assistance, VII: 85; IX: 42, 43-44, 109-110
Students, characteristics of, VII: 80, 84; VIII: 73-74
Subsistence costs, IX: 39
Tuition increases, VII: 81, 82, 86, 87
Community service
GI bill for, VIII: 183, 189; IX: 42-44
Congress, U.S.
Committee structure, VIII: 240-241
Consumer price index
National higher education cost adjustment factor, IX: 52
Need analysis, I: 14, 26-27
Orshansky formula, adjustment by, I: 66-67
Consumer protection
College catalogs, IX: 116
Discussion of, IX: 114-116
Federal Trade Commission, IX: 116
Consortia
Cooperative education, IT: 294, 306
Northeast Florida Cooperative Education Consortium, II: 372
University of Maine cooperative education program, 11: 284-285
Continuing education
Congressional emphasis on, VII: 114
Costs, effect of, VII: 46-47
Enrollments, effect on, VII: 756
Financing of, VII: 7
Need for, VII: 36, 74-75, 114
Student aid for, VII: 127
Cooperative education
Academic credits, IT1: 137, 144
Administration by OE, II: 195, 206-298
Adult education, role in, II: 242, 294
AF1L~CIO recommendations, II: 260
Albany Junior College, II: 377
Alumni suxgort, II: 189
American Association of State Colleges and Universitics, IT: 284-286
Antioch College program, II: 132-140
Appointment to Opportunity (General Motors Institute), IT: 209-229
California State University, II: 370-372
Careers, relation to, II: 29, 29, 159, 162, 163
Chamber of Commerce of .S’., recommendations of, II: 180-184
Cincinnati, University of, II: 46-47
Co;gmunity Service Worker Bill of Rights like GI Bill of Rights, II: 30-31

Consortia, role of, II: 294, 306

Coordinators, II: 187-188

Course scheduling flexibility, II: 307

Definition of, IT: 131, 133, 135, 136, 13%, 240

Detroit Institute of Technology, recommendations of, II: 233, 236-239

Documented Employer Benefits from Cooperative Education by Arthur D.
Little, IT: 328-348, 357-370

Drexel University program, II: 140-148, 186-189, 194

Earnings, II: 145, 152

Employers, relation to, II: 142-143, 162-163, 184-185, 190, 191, 202, 241,
242-243, 268-270, 271-272

Faculty response to, IT: 189

Federal support, II: 299

Federal support, expansion of, IX: 129

Funding authority (OE staff memo), II: 308-310

Funding of, II: 145, 162, 164, 172

General Motors program, II: 200-208, 241

History of, I1: 46-47, 197-198, 299

Income taxes of students, II: 233

Institutions, benefits of, 11: 32, 169, 188-189, 240
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Cooperative education—Continued
LaGuardia Community College, I1I: 148-166
Legal education, II: 170-171
Liberal arts students, 1I: 263-270, 273-275
Middle-income students, II: 260-261
National Youth Administration, 1I: 47
Northeast Florida Cooperative Education Consortium, II: 372
Northeastern University’s program, I1: 167, 170
Ohio State University recommendations, II: 289
Participation of students, II: 141, 146, 179, 199-200, 232-233, 289-290, 297
Private higher education, I1: 240
Proprietary schools, II: 310
Requests and Awards by State (table), II: 301
Southern Illinois University program, II: 55-57
States as employers, I1: 268
Transfer students, academic achievement for, IT: 159
Unsubsidized jobs, comment, I1: 31
Urban problems, role, I1: 199-200
Cost of attendance
BEOG definition of, VIII: 4, 19
College Entrance Examination Board report, VII: 81, 85-86
Index of, ACE, VII: 111-112
Instructional cost, compared to, VII: 101-106; VIII: 143
Low-income students, foregone income of, VIII: 74
Public four-year institutions, VIII: 116
Southern California, University of, VIII: 21, 29-32
Counting the Poor
by Mollie Orshansky, I: 60-65
Cornell University
(iraduate student aid, IV: 14
Cost of college
Instructional vs. subsistence costs, IX: 3, 6
See also Tuition
Cost of education formula
Discussion of, IX: 69
Cost_of instruction program
HEA, discussion of, IX: 22
Defaults
See GSL and NDSL
Development of State Scholarship Assistance Programs for School Years 1971-72
to 1975~76 (tables), V: 92, 158
Disadvantaged
BEOG, target population of, V': 100
Wisconsin Higher Education Plan, V: 114
Sce also Low-income students
Documented EmBloyer Benefits From Cooperative Education
by Arthur D. Little, II; 328-348

Effect on higher education enrollment, VIII: 164, 202
Drexel University
Cooperative education program, II: 186-189, 194
Dropouts
Type of institution attended, IX: 55
Duke University
College Work-Study program, IV: 15
Eastern Association of Student Financial Aid Administrators
BEOG Resolution, VI: 324
Economic Oé)portunity Grant Program
VIII: 192, 209
Education Amendments of 1972
Actual cost of attendance, I: 45
Assessment, VIII: 230; IX: 148
IXCS task force report, V: 102
Federal-State partnership, V: 90
Financial aid officer flexibility, VI: 183-184
Graduate student support provisions, IV: 10-11, 23
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GSL needs test provisions, effect of, II1: 29
Impact of, VIII: 95; IX: 88-89
Limit on loans, IV: 23
NDSL defaults, assignment to Office of Education, I11: 24
NDSL defaults, role of amendments, III: 20
Postsecond education, focus on, VIII: 230
Relgulutions 1: 113-114; VIII: 8, 14
SSIG, establishment of, V: 90-153
Education Commission of the States (ECS)
Education Amendments of 1972, task force rtz)ort on, V: 102
Postsecondary Educational Opportunity: Federal-State Institutional
Partnership, V: 102
State student assistance, recommendations on, V: 101-104, 124
State student assistance, task force report on, V: 101-102
State student incentive grant, influence of task force report on, V': 102
Educational Opportunity Centers
Authorizing legislation, VI: 276
Counseling, 1X: 45
Emphasis on, IX: 128
Legislative history, VI: 279-280
Number cstablished, VI: 290
Purposes of, VI: 279, 280
Reporting requirements, VI: 282
States coordinating agency, IX: 45
Educational Opportunity Centers (non-Federal)
Discussion of, 1X: 112-113
Educational ngortu.nity Grant program (EOG)
Access, 1: 32
American Council on Education, findings of, VI: 185
Bureau of Applied Social Research, findings of, VI: 186
Comparison of EOG and SEOG (table), VI: 187
Evaluation, VI: 185-186
Fiscal operations report data, VI: 185-186 .
Friedman, Nathalie (Bureau of Applied Social Research, Columbia Univer-
sity), study by, VI: 225
Grants-loans-work concept, III: 3, IV: 182
Incomelevels of reci ients,'VI: 186
Legislative history, VI: 182; VIII: 25
Low-income students, nccess to higher education, I 32
Minority students, percentage of, V1: 186
NDSL, transfer of funds between, VI: 193
Needy students, effectiveness in reaching, VI:225
Purpose, VI: 182
Role of program, VI: 182 ]
(Supplemental) Educational Opportunity Grants Program, Fiscal Year
(table), VI 187
SEOG, relation to, VI: 182, 186
Talent search program, authorization , VI: 182
Educational Testing Service (ETS) .
In%titl;gional Goals and Curriculum Planning by Richard E. Peterson, IV: ‘
1~
NDSL study, III: 18, 23, 24 . |
A Portrait of Blacks in Graduate Studies by Leonard L. Baird, 1V: 36, 67-71 ‘
Special Services for Disadvantaged Students, study VI: 283-284 |
Survey of college seniors, statistics, IV: 24 ‘
Eligibility |
' Expansion of, IX: 70
|
|
|
|
|
|
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Education Amendments of 1972—Continued

Federal aid to higher education, IX: 90, 114~115
gmexl'gency Insured Student Loan Act of 1969, text of, II1: 237-239
mployers
Cooperatives education II: 142-143, 162-163, 184-185, 190-191, 202, 241,
Emmol 268-272 :
mployment
New York, V: 143
Enrollment
Characteristics, VIII: 137-138, 144, 162-164, 206; IX: 50-51, 64
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Enrollment, Aggregate Financial Need, Available Financial Aid, and Unmet Need,
l()y b}n)sti{}itio%z;l Types, Full-Time Undergraduates, SREB States, 1971-72
table), : 2
Enrollment in Private 1nstitutions as Percent of Total Enrollment,
States, 1950-73 (table), VII: 28
Enrollments by Sex, 1973-74 (table), VII: 24
Listimated Enrollments in Higher Education, 1970-2000 (table), VII: 23
Factors affecting, V11: 23-26, 36, 41-43, 46-47, 111; VIII: 163, 201-202
Higher education, V:105; VII: 25-26, 36, 109, 111
Income Level of Dependent 18 to 24 Year Olds (table), VI: 288
Natli?nn‘ll I(I?fmznéilssion on the Financing of Postsecondary Eduecation, VIII:
111; :
Pa\r%ilcipzition Rate, Persons of Age 18 to 24 by Family Income, 1972 (table),
b . 2

Potential, IX: 51
Private Colleges and Universities in the United States, Number and Enroll-
ment, by Type, 1970 (table), VII: 28
8SIG, allotment, V: 157
State patterns, impaet of, IX: 124
Trends, V: 128; V1II: 162-164, 219
Tuition, effect of, V:123; VII: 41-43, 46-47, 82, 87, 106; IX: 50, 145
Equal Education O?portunity
Discussion of, JX: 88-90
National Student Congress (1965) resolution, VI: 244
Student aid subsidy gap, 1X: 71
Expected Family Contribution
ACT need analysis, I: 43
BEOG, V: 161
CS8 need analysis:, I: 43
LIiducational costs, I: 22-23
Families, college background, I: 53
Family maintenance, I: 55
GSL, V: 115
Low-income students, I: 53
SS8IG, V: 156
Sweden, I: 50
Willingness to pay, I: 53
Extending the Concept of Free Public Iiducation Four More Years
by Larry Friedman, VI: 244-247
Faculty
Cooperative education, IT: 189
Family Contribution
See Expected family contribution and Need analysis
Federal aid to higher education
Access, expansion of, VII; 89, 124; IX: 147
Amount of, VI: 241, VIII: 174
Authorizations vs. appropriations, IV: 31-32
Black colleges, VII: 21
Capitation grants, VIII: 196, 214
Community colleges, VII: 81
Cost of attendance, VII: 101-106, IX: 67-68
Discontinuity of, IX: 72
Dollar input vs. output, IX: 138
Lligibility, VIII: 183-184, 186-188, IX: 114-115
Federal control, discussion of, IX: 139140
Funding, VII: 104-106
Institutional diversity and competition, VII: 124; IX: 139-140
Institutional support, VII: 1, 43, 47, 48, 69, 70, 71, 76-77, 78, 79-89, 101-104;
VIII: 174, 196-197, 214-216; IX: 149
Institutional rs. student aid, VII: 70, 77-79, 124; 1X: 61, 77-78
Institutions, relation of, V: 90
Land grant colleges, VII: 66
Low-income students, VII: 125
Alean Funding Level of Total Federal Aid Recommendation and Institutional
Standing by Federal Region (table), II: 11
Middle-income students, I1X: 149
Multiplicity of, VII: 76, 90




Federal aid fo higher education—Continued

Natioual higher education cost adjustment factor, discussion of, IX: 52-54

Nixou's Proposed 1974 Defense Budget Up 15 Pereent, VI 251-252

Objectives of, VIT: 70, 71, 124, 125; IX: 86, 105-106, 128

Policies of, IX: 91-92

Private higher education, VII: 29, 31, 47, 48, 49; IX: 62 |

Private higher education and State aid, IX: 154 |

Publie and private institutions, as a source of rovenue for, IX; 130

Public r«. private institutions, VII: 120; IX: 150 |

Puerto Rico, University of, VIII: 176-177 |

Reaetion to the Nixon ITigher Eduecation Budget, VI: 247-251

Regiunal differences, IX: 122 ‘

Speeial revenue sharing, IX: 156-137 ‘
|

w

State agencies, IX: 146
State aid, relation to, VIL: 31, 89, 120, 121-122; IX: 95-06, 114
State ¢ ffort measurement, IX: 96-105
State earollmient patterns, impact of, 1X: 121
State incentives, Vi 85
State metehing requirements, Vi 167
State-wide pianning, IX: 131
States, differences among, IX: 125
States, different treatment of, IN: 123 -124
States, influence on, IX: 145, 152-153
Truman Commission, VIII; 199
Tuition levels, impact on, VII: 66, 67, 69, 78, 81, 86; IX: 150
Federal aid to higher edueation tgraduate)
Assoeiation of American Universities, recommendations of, IV: 9-16
Atomice Fuergy Commission, IV: 8, 17
Beginnings of, IV: 16
Characteristies of, IV: 8
Congres<sional eommittee jurisdiction, IV: 32-351
Consolidation of programs, IV: 33
Council of Graduate Schools, recommendations of, IV: 24-26
Criteria for, IV: 18
Federal poliey, general recommendations for, IV: 18-20
Foederal poliey, strengths and weaknesses, IV: 8
Federal Poliey Alternatives Toward Graduate Edueation by the National
Board on Graduate Education, IV: 39-67
Fellowships and institutional aid, relationship to, IV: 20
Funding, IV: 10, 16-17, 26, 27; VII: 48
Fund for the Iinprovement of Postsccondary dueation, IV: 34
Graduate Fdueation: The New Debate by Charles ¥V, Kidd, IV: 75-83
Institutional support, VII: 88
Manpower shortages, IV: 7
Merit-based eompetitive national fellowships, TV: 20, 22, 50-51
Minority students, reeruitment of, IV: 19-20, 21, 22
Minority students, role of sneeial programs, IV: 35-37
Multiplieity of programs, 1V: 34
National Aeronautics and Space Administration, IV: 8
National Board en Graduate Fdueation, recormmendations of, IV: 21-23
National Foundation on the Arts and the Humanitics, IV: 43
National Institutes of Health support, IV: 9
Natioual priorities, IV: &, 20, 22
National Science Foundation, IV: 8, 10, 17, 26-27, 43, 44, 46, 50
OF, IV: 3
Researelr, relation to, IV: 8
Revisions, proposed, IV: 20-21
Student assistance, IV: 9-16, 20, 22, 26-27, 29, 51-52; VIII: 216, 220
Subsidized student loan programs, maintenainee aud expansion of, IV: 20-21,
e

Training grants, IV: 20
Veterans’ Administeation support, IV: 9
Federal aid to postsecondary edueation
See Toderal aid to higher education
The Federal College Work-Study Program. Status Report, FY 1971, by Nathalie
Friedman, VII: 65
'Federal credit practice
OMB circular (A-70), VIII: 102-103
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Federal Government
Cost of education, impact on, IX: 67, 68
Ntate higher education burcaucracy, impact on, IX: 44
Federal grants
See Grant funds
Feder:l Policy Alternatives Toward Graduate Education by the Natiunsl Board
on Graduate Education, IV: 22-23, 39-67
Federal-State partn-rship
Idacation Amendments of 1972, V: 90
Institutions, V: 102
Student aid, V: 137
Federal student assistance |
Academic ability, VIII: 99, 100
Access, I1: 37, 51; V: 90, 100, 105; VII: 46, 63, 76, 112, 122, 124-125; IX: 3
Administration, VIIL: 8, 14, 103, 118
Allotment formulas, VIII: 7, 13; IX: 18, 36, 37-38, 129, 131-132
Application forms, consolidation of, VII: 22, 32, 50-51, 115; VIII: 180, 207 |
Appropriations Compared to Panel Requests (table), VII: 64 |
BEOQOG, relation of, VIII: 116~117 |
Black colleges, VII: 21
Black students, survey by Syracuse University Office of Student Affairs,
Activities and Organizations, VI: $510-311
Broadening of, 1X: 127
Budget request, Nixon Administration, VIII: 3, 22
(‘alifornia, VIII: 6-8, 10-18, 23
Choice, promotion of, I: 30
Callege-based programs, V: 97
Congressional intent, IX: 37
Consolidation of programs, IX: 10-11
Cooperative education coordinators, IT: 165
Cost of instruetion payments, IX: 36
Delivery mechanism, IX: 46-47
Ilducational opportunity centers, IX: 128
Liffeets of, VI: 199
Eligibility, VI: 229, 236; VIII: 99, 100; I1X: 38
Enrollment, impact on Ix:'26
Iiqual opportunity, IX:17
Federal grants, V: 143
Fellowships, statisties, IV: 16, 51-32
TFinancial Aid in Arizona, 1974-73, VI: 374-378
Financial aid officers, role of, VI: 196; VIII: 81; IX: 13
Funding, I: 48; II: 12, 19, 50, 107, 111, V: 136; VI: 235: VII: 1, 47, 50, 64,
80, 85, 95, 114, 122, 126; VIIIL: 7, 8, 13, 22, 27-29, 89, 92, 119, 208; IX: 37
(1 bill, IX: 137
(iraduate edneation, IX: 109
Grants, portion of total assistance for individual students, VI: 194
(irants ve. loans, IX: 85, 116-117
(Girants rs. work-study, IX: 78-79 i
Illinois State Scholarship Comumission, recommendations by, V: 99-100
The Impact of Office of Education Student Assistance Programns, Fall, 1973,
statisties from, II1: 7
Incentive for sclected fields, IX: 12
Income, effect on, VI: 237; VII: 126-127; IX: 88
Inconme contingent loans, VIIT: 195-106, 214; IX: 137
Independent students, VI: 236
Inflation, effects of, Vi 112
Information, dissemination of, VI: 236; VIII: 8, 12, 99-101
Institutional support, relation vo, VII: 1, 45, 47, 48, 69, 70, 71, 76-80, 123,
124; VIII: 196-197, 214-216; I1X: 110-111
Institutions, participation of, VI: 195; VII: 95; VIII: 88-89
IR, ruling on loan forgiveness, I11: 172-175
Issue Paper, Planning for Student Financial Assistance, by Michigan Depart-
ment of Isducation, VI: 361-374
Loans, VII: 31; VIII: 137, 150-151, 195-196, 213-214; IX: 10-11, 19, 42
L(»I\\J';incg])me students, I: 30-31, II: 15; VII: 19-20, 22, 32, 48, 109-110, 116;
C: 37, 74
Low/no tuition, VII: 110-111; IX: 3
Maintenance of effort, VI: 195
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Middle-income students, I: 30-31: II: 15; VII: 112-113; VIII: 128

Minority students, graduate assistance for, IX: 38

Motivation (students), impact on, IX: 42

Multiplicity of, VII: 96; IX: 13

National Work Conference on State-Federal Partnership in Student As-
sistanee, V: 03-98

Need analysis, I: 13, 15; V: 103; VIII: 80, 89-90

Need provisions, excorpts frem legislation, 11 77-80

New York, State University of, VIII: 4-5, 8§-9, 18-21

Observations ahout the Status of Student Financiul Aid Nationally and in
%'llifgrnin by Culifornia State Scholarship and Loan Commission, VI:
379-3%0

Part-time students, VI: 236, 258; VIII: 92, 93-94

Percentage Distribution of Institutionally-Based Foderal Student Aid,
Estimated Basic Grant Aid, and Aggregate Financial Need, by Institu-
tional Types, SREB States (table), V1: 265

Policy, I: 30-31

Portability, IX: 130

Prizwiatzezhighor education, VII: 47, 48, 49, 51, 36, 59-60, ¢63-G4, 122; VIII:

Puerto Rico, VIII: 174, 176. 178, 179-180

Reeruitinent of students, IN: 38-39

Resolution Calling for Improvement of the Current Student Financial Aid
Chaos, by Jack Altman, VI: 300

Resources. limit on, 1: 31

Role of, IV: 9-10; VII: 22, 120, 127; VIII: 136; IX: 19

Sallie Mae, V: 122

A Sinplitied Overview of a Possible Financial Aid Structure of the Future,
by Jack Altman, VI: 310

Small colleges, I1: 13

Social Security education benefits, I: 48: VII: 90

Special Subcommittee on Education, issucs designated by, I1X: 33-34

Stability of, IX: 26-27

State allotnient formulas, VI: 230

State Commissions, V: 08

State involvement in application and review process, II: 98

State planning, V: 103

State programs, IX: 36

StaEe sitll_}dent assistance, relation to, V: 102, 136, 143; VIII: 137, 237; IX:
89,

State student assistance, programs as models, V: 85

States, role of, IX: 140, 151, 152

The Student Aid [Toax, III: 16

Student-based aid, discussion of, VI: 199-201: TX: 18

Student financial resources eonnmittee, I11: 29, 31, 42, 44

Student Support by Ageney (table), IV: §

Subsistence, VII: 48-49, 112-113, 127; IX: 63-64 _

Targeting of, VII: 48-49, 52, 54, 106, 113, 126-127; IX: 78-79. 83

Title IV of the Higher Iiducation Act: A Technical Analysis of Six Student
Financial Aid Programs by CEEB, IX: 156-168

Transfer of funds, VIII: 91

Tuition, impact on, VI: 237; VIII: 237; IX: 127

Tuition rs. subsistence costs, IX: €3-64, 72, 73-81, 85-86, 116-117

Undergraduate programs, I1X: 128-131

Unmet need, VIIL: 80-81, 85 .

Unmet Financial Need under Institutionally-Based Federal Student Aid
Programns and Basic Grant Program, by Institutional Types, SREB States
(tabl2), VI: 265

Uae of, VIL: 53

Veterans education benefits, 1@ 48; VII: 90

Welfare programs, comparison to, IX: 25-29

Western College Association, resolution of, % I: 319

Wis‘IeI(msin Higher Educational Aids Beard, future objectives of loan programs,
III: 165

Work, impact on students, IX: 42

Work programs, II: 251 .

Sece also name of Federal ageucy, BEOG, NDSL, SEOG, CWS, SSIG,
Social Security, Veterans-GI Bill
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Fedeinl tax Iaws
Income redistribution, VII: 126-1.7 |
Private higher education, VII: 31
Feder:l Trade Conimission
Consumer protection, IX: 116
Fellowships
Federal programs, consolidation of, IV: 10-11
Federal programs, terms and conditions, IV: 10, 11
Federal support for college teachers, IV: 11, 22
Federally-supported, IV: 10, 16, 20, 51-52
Graduate study, IV: 8-9 |
HEA, IV: 10-11, 26-27 |
Institutional aid, relation to, IV: 20 |
Public service, IV: 29 |
See also nume of Federal ageney |
Fergus Fall Community College
. Federal student assistance, VI: 324-325
Financial Aid for New York State Students, Report by Board of Regents to the
Governor and Legislature, V: 139-143
Fiuancial Aid in Arizona, 1974-75, VI: 374-378
Financial aid officers
Role of, IT: 9: IX: 13, 111
Training of, II: 57
Fiua?(iing.g g();tsecondury Education in the United States, by Kathleen Brouder,
VI 252-256
First Chicago University Finance Corporation
(+sL, III: 54-82, 181; VII: 32
Florida
Direct loans to students, TII: 27
Florida Department of Education
GSL program, III: 169, 171-172; VIII: 102-103
SSIG prograin, VIII: 103
Student assistance programs of, VIII: 84-83, 102-104, 115, 126-128
Food Stamps
House action on student use, VIII: 164-165
Fordham University
BEOG, VII: 51
Foundations
Fundiug, discontinuity of, 1X: 72
Friedman, Nathslie
The Federal College Work Study Program, Status Report, FY 1971, II: 349;
VII: 65; IX: 64
The Federal Fdueational Opportunity Grant Program, a Status Report,
FY 1976, VI: 225
Fuud for the Improveinent of Postseconde -y Edueation
Accreditation, VIII: 187
Funding, VII: 240
C(iraduate edueantion, role in, IV: 34
State ecoordinating agency, role of, IX: 45
Garms, Walter
G “)F(vdvml aid for community colleges, VIT: 81

Upward Bound, study of, VI: 284
Creneral Motors Institute
Cooperative education, I1: 200-229, 241

(reorgia
Tuition grant program, VII: 34
GI Bill

Private institutions, VII: 31

Public institutions, VIII: 151
Giibson, Jerrold

ThIf'I (‘.(;nl,lz('g.r,l;-z;"or]:-h'tnd_v Program and Its Allotment Formula for the States,
(tordon, Margaret

Loans, changes in, IX: 3-4
Government agenceies

Clooperative edueation employers, I11: 268-270, 271-272
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Graduate education
Admissions, IV: 24, 37-38
Federal aid, IV: 7, 8-17; VII: 32, 67-68, 70-71, 76, S8
Federal government, impact of, IV: 17
Federal policy, recommendation on, VI: 18-20
Federal programs, revisions of, IV: 20-21
Fund for the Improvement of Pustsecondary Fducation, IV: 34
Giraduate Iiducation: The New Debate by Charles V. Kidd, IV: 75-83

Institutional Goals and Curriculum Planning by Richard E. Peterson, 1V:

71-75
Minorities and Federal assistance, IX: 38
Minority participation, IV: 19-20, 24, 36, 67-71
National priorities and Federal aid, IV: 8§
New fields of knowledge, development of, 1V: 17
Panel of Alternative Approaches to (iraduate Education, IV: 25-26, 36
A Portrait of Blacks in GGraduate Studies, by Leonard Baird, IV: 86, 67-71
Public financial support for, I1X: 109
Rescarch, relation to, IV: 8, 16
Schelarship for Society, report of the panel on Alternative Approaches to
Ciraduate Education, IV: 26
Selected references, IV: 83
Student aid, funding of, IV: 24
Sudent aid and work experienee, IV: 12
Studying and working, Puttvrns of, IV: 25
Work experience, IV: 12
Foregone income, IX: 108-109
Graduate students
Loans, use of, IV: 52
Grant funds
Federal grants, Vi 143
New York State, V143
Private higher eduction, Vi 13)
Publie higher education, Vi 13!
Grants
Loans, relation to, It 51; IX: 145, 154
Loans, supplemented by, I: 29
Grants-loans-work concept
College-based Federal programs, IT1: 3
HICA, I1: 47
Grievance procedures
Associated Students of San Franeisco State University, VI: 271-272
Guaranteed Student Loan program ((GSL)
Access, II1: 17%-179
Accossibility of, I11: 205; VI: 238
Administration of, IV: 13; VIII: 8, 14, 72, 90, 95, 96-97, 102, 106-107, 108,
111, 258-239
American Bankers Association, disenssion of, IT11: %3 -87
Anlni-fic:m Bankers Association Student Loan Task Foree list of menbers),
HEC?
American National Bank of Chicago servieing loans, TIT: 181
Bank participation, III: 60, 120-121; VII: 32-33; VIII: 15, s81, 04-08, 105,
106, 110, 111, 112, 194-195, 212
Bankruptey of borrower, I11: 31, 37-38
BEOG, relation to, VII: 22
Californin, University of, VIII: 14-15, 18
Capital for lending, I11: 180181, 192-193, 194
Claims, time lag in processing, I11: 200
Collection, VII: 33; VIII: 96. see also defaults
College-based programs, funding, of VIIL: 19
Commereial lender, role of, 1X: 25
(‘onsolidation of loan programs, IIT: 116
Conversion of student notes, II1: 205
Death and disability elaims, ITI: 37
Debt ecilings, effeet on default rate, TIT: 108149, 200
Defanlts, 111 19-20, 31, 32-33, 36-38, 40-41, 114-115, 117-11x, 120-124,
167, 1R1-1&3, 148 199, 200; VII: 32--33; VIII: 6, 15-10, 96, 4%, 106 108,
109, 110.
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Guarantesd Student Loan program (GSL)—Continued
Deferiments in repayment period, I1I1: 30, 201 |
Discontinuation of NDSL, cffect of, I11: 92 ‘
Due diligence, 111: 129; VIII: 108-109 |
Iducation Amendments of 1972 needs tests provisions, III: 29 {
Effcet of, 1: 52
ligibility, V: 115; VIII: 14-15, 187 |
Lligibility of institutions, ITI: 31 |
Eligibility termination, II1: 201-202
Pxpansion, I11: 38-39
lexpeeted family contribution, V: 115
Federal funds, distiibution of, II1: 116
Tederal investnient, equalizing among states, ITI: 185
Federally-bused vs. state-based, V: 104
Fiist Chicago University Finance Corporation, I11: 94-82, 181; VII: 32-33
First National Bank of Miami, VIII: 97
Florida program, III: 169; VIII: 97, 102-103 |
Girnee period, III: 30, 201
{iradnate student participation, IV: 13, 27-28, 33-53
Croup insurance, VIII; 239 |
The Guaranteed Student Loan Program, by National Council of Higher
Edueation Loan Programs, 111: 249-269
ITIFA of 1965, 111: 3, 13, 27-28
Impuct after-college), I1I: 205-206
Instruetional costs, 1X: 116
Insurance, VIII: 102
I|xt)(irestlpmvisious, III: 30, 187; VII: 119; VIII: 14-15, 72, 90, 06, 195,
212213

Lausing { Michigan) Area Banks, policics of, 1II: 51

Legislative history, I11; 26-30

Lenders, attraction of, 111: 28, 127-128; VIII; 81, 83

Lenders, performance of, II1: 181-182

Leading by institutions of higher education, III: 30, 35-40, 116, 180. 183;
VII: 32-33; VIIIL: 15

Loan claims, ax of February, 1974, I11: 37

Loan volme, 111: 29, 32, 42-43, 44, 60

Low-income stydents, II1: 92: VII: 19-20, 22; IX: 138

Manegement improvement, I111: 33-34

Middle-income students, IIT: 191; VIII: 1

Money market, unpredictability of, IIT: 92

NANFAA, recommendations of, IIT: 96-98

NCHILLP recommendations of, III: 178

N DRL, relation to, III: 35; VII: 19-20, 22, 32; VIII: 23-26, 117-118: IX: 141

National Voeeational Student Loan program, merged with III: 27-28

Nutémml\ Work Conferenee on State-Federal Partnership in Student Assist-
anee, Vi 07

Need analysis, It 1, 80, 20-30; III: 29; V: 104, 115; VIII: 6, 106, 108, 111;
IX: 121 122, 123

Need fra, 111 78-79

Wew Jersey State guaranteed loans, effect on, IIT: 190

North Carolina Agricultural and Technical State University, VII: 32

Number of Eligible Lenders (hy State) Cimnlative through Febraary 1974,
ttabley, HI: 45

()I"len!lfhnrity to limit, suspend or terminate the cligibility of institutions,

HIR

OT debt eollection, TI1: 32-33, 34-33, 114

OF loan estimation model, Tz 40

OF reimbmrsement to State guarantee agencies for losses, I1T: 31

l’n'uxm'llv:llui:l, problems with proprietary participation in program, ITI:
16019

Pereent of Louus Dishursed by Type of Lending Institution Fiseal Year
1972 vabley, ITI: 46--47

Ihase-cat, IX; 128-129

Problem areas. disenssion of, TI1: 113

Procedure for obtaining a loan, II: 31

Program coxsts, 1T 179-180 Y]

Pregram operation, IIL: 30-32 Vs

'

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




21

Guaranteed Student Loan program (GSL)—Continued
Prograra status, ITI: 32-33
Propused Changes to Legislation by First Chicago University Finance
Corporation, ITI: 66-82
Proprictary school participation in Pennsylvania progran:, IIL: 190~191
Puerto Riee, VIII: 180
Purposes of, IT1: 30
Reinsurance by Federal government, IT1: 28--29
Repayvient, IT1: 30; IV: 13, 28; VIII: 6, 15-16, 113-119, 195, 213
Sallie Mae, see (331, Student Loan Marketing Association
Security Pacific National Bank, participation of, ITI: 107
| Nize of loan, IV: 13, 28; VIII: 106, 108, 111
| Npeeial allowance for lenders, IIT: 29, 198; VIII: 72, 90-91, 496, 107
| State as lender, Vi 114-115, 122
State, Federal insurance roles, 1X: 22
State guarantee agencies, IIT: 27-28
State gnarantee agencies, deterrents to, III: 166, 184, 194197
State guarantee ageneies encouraged by Federal seed money, I 28
State giuarantcee ageney reinsurance agreements with O, I 31-32
State guarautee eapacity, amendments to increase, III: 28
Ntate lean programs, flexibility of, IT1L: 167
Ntate participation, I1T: 184-185; V: 114-115, 122
Student Loan Marketing Association, II1: 63- 65, IV: 13; Vi 115, 114, 122; |
VIII: 106, 109, 111; IX: 128-129 |
Student Loan Synopsis by National Bank of the Black Ifills, 11T 269-270 |
SRummary of Positions by NCHELYP, on Changes to Title IV, Part B of the |
ITigher Ldueation Act of 1963, as Amended (Student Loan Guaranty
Legislation), III: 185-189
SFOG matching requirement, VI: 196
Target population, }II: 115, 178
Toerms f logns, ITI: 30
Title IV of the Higher Education Act: A Technienl Analysis of Six Student
Finaneial Ald Programs by CEEB, IX: 156-168
United Student Aid Funds, participation, III: 27, 28
Unsubsidized louns, It 20; 11T 29; VIIL: 95, 108
Virgin Iskinds, VIII: 180
Wachevia, ~ervicing loans, ITI: 181
Wilberforee University, ITI: 204-211
Willingness to pay, I: 22
Wixeonsin Figher Edueational Aids Board, recommendation of, III: 167
Wiseonsin State gnarantee ageney colleetion process, I11: 168
Wisconsin State gnarantee agency, default rate of, IIT: 167
Wisxconsin State gnarantee ageney loan program, IIT: 27
Writing-off loans, II1: 36
Young Presidents’ Organization Task Foree On Guaranteed Student Loan
Progrom, 111: 130-164
Young Presidents’ Orguanization (SLP report, diseussion of, IIT: 112-130
Guaranteed Stiident Loan programs (mon-Federal)
History of, prior to Higher dueation Act of 1965, TIT: 26-27
Handbook for Finaneial Aid Administration (Academic Year 1974--75)
by Act, I: 182-512
Handicapped students
Npecial Serviees for Disadvantaged Students, VI 283
ITuif-time students
NDSL stndeny eligibility, II1: 4
Treatment of, IN: 117
Sen alsn Part-time students
Hartman, Robert
Higher Edncation Subsidies: An Analysis of Scleeted Progrums in Current
Ligislation, VIII: 101, 103, 207, 209
Harvard Univeraity
Federal fellowship funds, loss of, IV: 14
Health, Edneation, and Welfare, Department of
College rescarceh support, 1V: 17
Fellowships, IV: 11
Health professions
NDSL, VIIIL: 91
Student loan pregram—-IRS ruling on debt forgiveness, ITI: 177
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High-income students
Furoliment, VI: 207
Higher education
Access, commitment to, IX: 49
Access through commnnity colleges, IX: 119, 120
Administration, VIII: 160: IX: 147-148
Assistunce to, statement by Dr. Carol Van Alstyue, ACIE, VI: 238
Certification for employment, IX: 43
Connnunity colleges, 1X: 119, 120
Compensatory education, IX: 40
Consumer protection, IN: 114~116
Cost of, VIIT: 135-156, 165-166; IX: 119
Delayed entry, IX: 109
Demographic projections, disenssion of, IX: 72-73
Discontimity of funding, IX: 72
Diversity in States, IX: 70
IFarnings, impaet on, IX: 46
}eonowmie produetivity, VITI: 134, 142
Enroliment, Vi 105; VIII: 162-164; IX: 40-30
TFederal and State puolicies, VIIT: 184-185; IX: 145
Financing plans, V: 105
Funding, IX: 148-149
Income, redistribution of, IX: 146
Infiation, effects of, IX: 19--50, 70-71
Information on, IX: 111
Iunovations, IX: 39
Institutional preservation, TX: 59
Instruetional cost, 1X: 152
Needs of broader elientele, IX: 49
Ont-of-State students, resideney of, V: 107
Ov msapply of graduates, IX: 65
P itie tax support for, diseussion of, IX: 31
R trenchment, cunses of, TX: 49-5¢0
Atate funding, problems of, INX: 50
Student aid subsidy gap, IX: 71
Students, impact on, IX: 41
Value of, VII: 106; IX: 49, 6566
Iigher 1ducation Aet of 1965 (IIIZA)
Delinguent loans, colleetion of, IT1: 13
National University Ixtension Association, reeennuended srendments to
grant programs, VI: 258 -260
Purposes of, VII: 89
Title I1I, Developing institutions, IX: 129
Title IV, Amendments, disenssiont of, IN: 125- 136
Title IV, BEOG and SEOG, VI 170176
Title IV, CWS and cooperative edueation, text of, I1: 1-6
Title IV, Cost of edneation, VII: 1 3, 67 N4, 121
Title IV, Detinitions in, IX: 12
Title IV, Excerpts, T11: 211-24
Title 1V, Goals, VII: 81, IX: 7
Title IV, GSL, I11: 3, 27 2%
Title TV, Speeiul Programs for Students from Disadvantaged Baekgronnds
1Title IV exeerptd, VI:275-276
Title IV, 881G, Vi8>
Title 1V, A Technical Analysis of Six Stndent Finuneial Aid Progroms by
CIIB, IX: 156- 168
Title IV, Student need provisions (excerptsy, I: 77-80
Title IV, Vetorans' cost-of-instruetion, VII: 1, 3.5
Title IX, Publi¢ Serviee Pellowships, IV: 1.5, 24 27 IX: 2
Title X, Conununity Colleges and Ocenpational Fdueation, VI ss
1202 Commi-sions IX: 142 143
Higher Edueation Faeilities Aet of 1963
State comumtissions, ereation of, Vi 90
Iligher education finance
Apge of majority, Vi 107
Brookings Instituntion study, V: 109
Carnegic Commission report, V: 109
Expenditures, relation of, Vi 12%
igher Fducational Aids Board Loan Progeas, eost, Vi 106, 118-119
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Higher cducation finance—Continucd
Income Contingency Loan Program, V: 122
Income tax deductions, V: 111
National Commission on Financing Postsecondary Education, V: 113
Potential sources of future funding, V: 110
Problems, VIIL: 134-136, 142, 143, 159
Revenues, VIIT: 174
Sources of present funding (University of Wisconsin System), Vi 110
Thackrey paper, V: 109
Wisconsin Guaranteed Higher Iiducation Plan, V: 119
W%?cuusgn Higher Education Opportunity Plan (IIansen-Weisbrod study),
: 10
Wisconsin Higher Education Plan, V: 113, 117, 122
Wisconsin 1nodel, V: 116
See also
Federal aid to higher education
State aid to higher education
Institutional aid
Higher Isducation Subsidies: An Analysis of Seleeted Programs in Current Legisla-
tion by Robert ITartinan, VIII: 191, 193, 207, 209
Higher Educational Aids Bourd
Loan program, V: 106, 118-119
ITigher Ilducation Revenue Sharing, discussion of, IX: 20
Hollander (New York) survey
Assets in need analysis, IX: 19
Hostos Community College, discussion of, IX: 41
ITumboldt State University
Resolution Calling for Improvement of the Current Student Finaneinl Chaos
by Jack Altman, VI: 309
A Simplified Overview of a Possible Financial Aid Structure of the Tuture
by Jack Altman, VI: 310
Illinois
Privatc higher education, VII: 56
Public Community College Act passed in 1963, VIT: 99
Student assistance vrograms, 110 60; VI: 200-217; VIL: 99-100, 108, 117-118;
VIII: 193, 210
Work-study program, 11: G0
Hlinois State Scholarship Commission
Federal student assistauce, V: 99-100
State student assistance, V: 99-101; VII: 99, 117-118
SSIG, V: 100
The Impact of Office of Education Student Assistance Programs, Full 1973 (ACE)
Statisties, III: 7
Inconic
Access, VIII: 231
Assets, relation to V: 142
Enrollimient by, 1967-1972, in graph form, VIII: 203
Higher education financing, income tax deductions, V: 111
Income contingent loan progiam, V: 122
Net taxable income incans test, V: 141, 142
New York Scholar ineentive students, V: 140
Private tuition, VII: 29-30
Tiedistribution, VII: 126-127
Income Maintenance
See
Federal student assistance (Subsistence)
Student assistanee (Subsistence)
Independent students
Associated Students of San Fraueisco State University, VI: 271-274
BEOG, I: 50; VIII: 5, 20-21, 117
\
?
|
)

CsS need analysis, 1150

Iixpected family contribution, VI: 208

Federal student assistance, VI: 236; VITI: 19S, 220
Low-income, VIII: 198, 220

Nunibers of, I: 46; VI: 208

State student assistance, VII: 109, 115

Student Caueus, recommendation of VI: 236
Subsistence, V1I: 272-274; VII: 53
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Indians
Florida student assistance, VIII: 104
Inflation
Higher education, IX: 49-30, 70-71
Ifigher education cost adjustment factor, 1X: 52-54
Institutional aid
Caruegie Commission on Higher Education, V111: 196, 214-216
CLED, V111: 135-136, 138, 143
Diversity of institutions, effeet of, IX: 62
Federal Policy Alternatives Toward Graduate Education, 1V: 55-61
Graduate Edueation: The New Debate by Charles V. Kidd, 1V: 78-80
Manpower development programs, V111: 136
Private higher education, V111: 185, 143
Responsibility for, V111: 148, 168-169
State cffort, 1X: 133
Institutional Goals and Curriculum Planning by Richard E. Peterson, 1V: 71-75
Instructionn] costs
Comumunity colleges, V11: 83, 87-88
Student aid, relation to, V111: 233-234, 243-244
Tuition, relation to, V11: 62, 101-106; V111: 140, 143, 197-198, 216-219 |
Internal Revenne Service |
GRL, V111: 96
Loan collection, use in, IX: 128-129 |
Loan forgiveness, ruling on, II1: 172-175 |
La Guardia Conimunity College |
Cooperative education prograun and objectives of, 11: 148-166
Labor, Department of
Coniprehensive Employment and Training Act, 1X: 143
Land-grant colleges
Access, V11: 36
Black colleges, V11: 19
I'inding, V11: 66
Low-income students, I11: 46
Morrill Acts, 11: 46; V11: 66
Lansing, Michigan banks
GSL policies, 111: 31
Law Enforcement Education Program
1RS ruling on loan forgiveness, 111: 173
Lawrence, Ben
Low tuition proposal, 1X: 69
Legal edueation
Northeastern University Cooperative Education Program, 11: 170
Public Law 93-343, text of, 1V: 6
LedMoyne-Owen College
Student ¥pecial Programs, assessment of, V1: 301-302
Leslie, Larry
State assistance programs, study, 1X: 74
Liberal art<
Couperative education, 11: 263270, 273-273
Loans
Bankruptey, V: 126
Borrowers, advising of, 1X: 146
California, University of, V111: 14
Cancellation provisions, 1X: 146
Debt levels, 1X: 83-853
Expans<ion of, V111: 136-137, 144-146
IFamily income, relation to, 1X: 146
Giordon, Margaret, recommendations of, 1X: 3-4
Ciraduate students, 1V: 52
Girants, relation to, 1: 29, 51; 1X: 143, 154
ITigher Fdueation Aids Board, V: 106, 118-119
Importance of, 1X: 141
Ineome, relation to, Vi 145
Income contingent loan programs, V: 122; 1X: 37
Information systems, 1X: 146-147 }
Low-income students, VII: 48, 87, 116; VIII: 125, 127; 1X: 78, 138
Middle-income students, use by, V1I: 48, 87
Minority students, use by, IV: 36
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Loans—Continued

Nced analysis, I: 11

Need for, {: 51, 32

New York, V: 143

Private higher education, VII: 119

Private loans, VIII: 130-131

Role, of, V11: 82, 87, 89; V111: 194, 212; IX: 154, 155
South Dakota direct loans, ITI: 27

Sweden, VII(: 214

Tuition, VII: 93

Work, relation to, Vi 145

Low-income students

Access, VII: 46-47, 49, 50, 109-110

BEOG need analysis, I: 68, 73-74

Black colleges, VII: 19

Blacks, 1X: 76-77

CWS, IX: 10

Community colleges, VII: 87

120G program, I: 32

Enrollment, VI: 207; VII: 24, 49; VIII: 137-138, 144, 191, 205-206; IX: 55

Family contribution, I: 53; IX: 91

Federal student assistance, I: 30-31; VII: 46, 83, 109-110, 125; IX: 54-53,
74, 88, 90-91

Foregone income, VIII: 74

8L, participation in, III: 92, VII: 20-22, 32

Loans, V11: 48, 50, 87, 116: VIII: 125, 127

Morrill Acts, 1862, 1890, I1: 46

N:;tgumi] Commission on the Financing of Postsccondary Iiducation, VIII:

36, 142

NDsL, VII: 190-22, 32; VIII: 117

New York, City Coliege of, VII: 101, 117

New York grant eligibility, V: 135

New York Regents Scholarships, Vi 145

Part-time, VIIL: 75

881G, VIII: 209

State University of New York (SUNY) tuition, V: 149

Student assistance, VII: 112-113; VIII: 125, 127, 136, 143, 246

Texas community college program aid, VII: 81, 85

Tuition, VII: 87

Yale University, V: 126

Low/no tuition

Access, VI: 237; VIII: 138-139, 144-145

Arguments for, VII: 37, 55; VIII: 268-274; IX: 51-52

Cost of, V1: 241-242

Definition of, IX: 3 .

Equa]l Education Opportunity: Free Public Higher Education (1965 National
Student Association Resolution), VI: 244

Tixtending the Concept of Free Public Education Four More Years, by Larry
Friednian, VI: 244-247 .

'Fed(I\}:Il] aid to higher education, VII: 66, 67, 69, 78, 81, §5; 1X: 147 G1 bill
VIII: 151

Private higher education, IX: 148-149

Problems of, V1: 242

Student aid, VIII: 171, IX: 127

Students Can Find Strong Allies Against Higher Tuition In Labor Unions
by National Student Association, VI: 256

Taxpayvers, impact on, IX: 68

Wisconsin plan, V: 113, 121, 128

Loyaltv oath and affidavit

NDBL program, provisions of, TII: 3, 5

Me Guinness, Ais (University of Maine)

Student/institutional aid proposal, IX: 68-69

Maine Assoeiation of Student Financial Aid Administrators

A Position Paper Concerning the Inequities of the Current State Allotment
Formulae by Walter Moulton, VI: 307-309

Maine, University of,
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The Management and Financing of Colleges by the Committee for LEconomie
Development, VI: 199, VIII: 133, 134
Maryland
Aid to private higher education, VII: 34
Massachusetts
Unmet student needs, 1X: 119
Medical education, VII: 74
Mismi—Dade Community College
CWS, VIII: 75-76
Michigan
Paper work, cost of, VII: 71-72
Private higher education, VII: 56
Michigan Department of Edueation
Issue Paper, Planuing for Student Financial Assistanee, December, 1973,
VI: 361-374
Michigan State University
Medical school, VII: 74
Middle-income students
ACT necd analysis, I: 1-6, 33-36, 330-334
BLEOG need analysis, I: 16, 342-347; VII: 95; VIII: 11-12
C8S need analysis, I 1-6, 36-40, 348-359
CWS and cooperative education programs, IT: 250-261
CWS necd analysis, I11: 15
Debt levels, IX: 83
Enrollinent, VII: 109, 111
Federal student assistance, VII: 85; VIII: 21-22, 126; IX: 149
GsL, IIT: 191
Loans, VII: 48, 87; VIII: 136-137, 144-146
Private higher education, VII: 47, 112
SSIG, effect of on, IX: 60
Student assistance, I: 30-31, 32; VII: 87, 112-113; VIII: 69-70, 161-162
Tuition, V: 121; VIII: 136-137, 144-146
Midwost Assoeiation of University Student Employment Dircetors CWS, reso-
lution on, II: 69-70, 70-71
Minnesota
Family income of students, IX: 50
Non-urban institutions, IX: 50
Minnesota Higher Edueation Coordinating Commission
Flexibility for State loan programs, 1I1: 170-171
Minority students
Access, VI: 304 -
BEOG half-cost provisions, IX: 89
Enrollinent, VIII: 191, 205-206
TFederal assistance, competition, 1X: 88
Graduate education, IV: 19-20, 21, 22, 24, 35-37, 48-49, 67-71
(iraduate special programs, role of, IV: 35-37
Loans, use of, IV: 36; IX: 129
Recruitment of (graduate), IV: 19-20, 21, 22
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
Graduate student support, IV: 8, 17
National Association for Equal Opportunity in Higher Edueation
Student special programs, discussion of, VI: 209-306
Student special programs study, by Miles Mark Fisher IV, VI: 301-302
National Association of College and University Business Officers
NDSL collection workshops, III: 12
National Association of State Scholarship Programs
Basic Iducational Opportunity Grants: the State Administration Model,
June 1974 by Richard H. Johnston, V: 93-99
State matching programs, recommendations on, V: 167
State student assistance, recommendations on, V; 88-99, 167-16S
SSIG, recommendations on, V: 167-168
National Association of Ntudent Financial Aid Administrators (NASFAA)
BEOG and average eost of attendance, VI: 220
CWS, discussion of, II: 251-257
Grant programs, diseussions of, VI: 217-231
Loan collections, workshops on, II1: 3
NDSL and (SL, discussion of, III: 91-98
Need analysis, discussion of, It 6-34
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National Association of Student Financial Aid Adninistration (NASFAA)-—Con,
Specinl Programs for Disadvantaged Students, discussion of, VI: 228
S8IG, disenssion of, VI: 227
SEOQG, discussion of, VI: 224-227

National Bank of the Black Hills
Student loans synopsis (GSL), IT1: 269-270

National Board on Graduate Education
Graduate education, Federal aid to, IV: 21-23
Federal Policy Alternatives Toward Graduate Eduecation (chapters 1, 4 and

6), IV: 39-67

Nutional Center for Fdueational Statistics
Information access, VIII: 14

National Center for Higher Kducation Management
N:Bti(lmal Commission on Financing Postsccondary Education Model, VIII:

25

National Comnmission on the Financing of Postsecondary Education
Access, VIII: 231-232
Achievements of, VIII: 230
Analytical framework, VIII: 250, 251
Authorizing legislation, text of, VIIL: 225-227
CED, VIII: 148
Costing procedures, VIII: 185, 251
Data, VII: 111: VIII: 163, 201-202, 251
Definitions developed by, 1X: 128
Linrolinent, VII: 41, 42, 82, 87; VIII: 201-202; IX: 145
Federal aid to higher edueation, IV: 34, VII: 90, 124
Fimenc‘i?lug };()stsccondury Education in the United States by Kathlcen Brouder,

T: 252-256
Higher education financing, V: 113
Institutional diversity, VII: 119-120
Low-income students, VIII: 136-143
Low/no tuition, V: 113
Model, VIII: 251, 265-268, 274-285
Report, summary of, VIII: 252-264
Reports, VIII: 265
Student assistance, VII: 63; VIII: 136, 143, 231-236
Traditional higher education, discussion of, IX: 148
Tuition, V: 113; VII: 41, 42, 63, 82, 87; VIII: 231-236
Tuition, effect on enrollment, IX: 50

National Cooperative Education Association
Functions, discussion of, I1: 267-268

National Clonneil of Higher Education Loan Programs (NCHELP)

(iSL, disenssion of, III: 177-197

The Guaranteed Student Loan Program, September 1973, I11: 249-269

Snmmary of positions by NCHELP, on changes to Title IV, Part B of the
Higher Education Act of 1965, as amended (Student Loan Guaranty Legis-
lation), III: 185-189

National Council of Independent Colleges and Universities
A National policy for private higher edueation, VII: 32

National Defense Borrowers Study conducted for the U.S. Office of Iiducation
by Richard L. Tombaugh, III: 99~104, 104-106

National Defense Education Act
NDSL authorization, I11: 2

National Dircet Student Loan Program (NDSL)

Academic promise, IIT: 106-107; VIII: 195, 213
Administration of, III: 5-7

Allotment formula, III: 6, 25; VIII: 13;IX; 18
Amendnients to, III: 3

Amount borrowed since ineeption, ITI: 3
Annnal report by each participating institution, I1I: 6
Authorization level, IV: 13

Average loan, III: 7

Borrowers since inception, III: 5

Commercial billing services, II1: 23, 24
Defaules, II1: 9, 10, 19-20, 21-23, 24

Demand, VIL: 50

Discontinuation of, effect on GSIL, III: 92
Discretionary funds for Commissioner, I11: 6
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National Direct Student Loan Program (NDSL)—Continued
: IOG, discussion of transfer of tunds between, VI: 193
; ETS study, III: 18, 233, 24
; Eligibility, II: 111-112, VIII: 91
Evaluation of, III: 7-9
| Family income of recipients, II1: 7
| Federal capital contributions, withdrawal of, IX: 24
Forward funding, VI: 183
Funding, III: 6, 25, VIII: 3, 22, 89, 118
(oal of, II1: 7
(iraduate students, participation of, IV: 12-13, 27
Grants-loans-work concept, II1: 3
(irowth of, I1I: 7
GSL, relation to, II1: 35, VII: 20, 22, 32, VIII: 23-26, 117-118, IX: 141
Health professions, VIII: 91
The Impact of Otfice of Education Student Assistance Programs, Fall 1973,
(ACE) I11: 7
Institutional administrative costs, IV: 13
Institutional eligibility, III: 3-4
Institutional lending priorities, I11: 107-110
Institutional participation, III: 5
Institutional “tripartite’” application, III: 5
Interest rate, VI1I: 195, 213
IRS ruling on debt forgiveness, III: 172-175
Legislative history, I11: 2-3
Loan cancellation provisions, III: 3, 4, 88, 90
Loan funds, effect of demand on, IT1:'s
Loan maturity, discussion of, I1I: 10-11
Low-income students, VII: 19-20, VIII: 117
Loyalty oath and affidavits, III: 3, 5
Management, Office of Education task force on, III: &
Minority recipients, II1: 7
National Association of College and University Business Officers
loan collection workshops, III: 12
NASFAA loan collection workshops, III: 13
NASFAA recommendations, II1: 92-95
National Defense Borrowers Study Conducted for the United States Office
of Education by Richard L. Tombaugh, II1: 99-104, 104-106
Fiscal years 1974 and 1975, Funding (table), III: 15
Need, discussion of, 1: 10; III: 7
Need analysis, I: 1, 10
North Carolina Agricultural and Technical State University, VII: 32
OF debt collection, ITI: 12-13, 34-35
OEF review panels, II1: 25
Ohio State University, recommendations of, I1I: 87-91
Ohio State University graduate students, III: 88, 89
Packaging of student aid, III: 7
Participating institutions, characteristies of, III: 7
A Position Paper Concerning The Inequities of The Current State Allotment
Formulae by Walter Moulton, VI: 307-309
Proprietary school participation, 111: 19, 88, 90
Realloeation within States, not applicable, V1: 197
Repayment, 111: 3, 4-3, 18, VI11I: 118-119
Revolving loan funds, deterrents to, 111: &, 17-18
Revolving loan funds, number established, 111: §
Revolving loan funds, program objcetives, 111: 8
tole of, 1X: 128-129
Sceurity endorsement or credit cheek not required, 111: 12
Selling of loans, 111: 21
State funding levels, 111: 6
Statistics, 111: 14, 99
Student eligibility, 111: 3, 4
Teacher cancellation provision, 1X: 12
Teaching forgiveness, 111: 23
Terms of, 111: 2-3
Title 1V of the Higher Education Act: AfTechnical Analysis of Six Student
Financial Aid Programs by CEEB, 1X156-168
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National Direct Student Loan Program (NDSL)—Continued
Total Numbers of National Defense/Direct Student Loan Program Barrowers
ﬁ'{m;ei Ingan are in Potential Default Status as of June 30, 1473 «able)
Transfer of funds, V111: 72-73, 91
Tuition costs, 1X: 64
Tulane University 1V: 14
National Foundation on the Arts and the Humanitices
Graduate support, 1V: 43
National higher education cost adjustinent factor
Discussion of, 1X: 52-53
National Institute of Education
Accreditation, V111: 187
Funding, V111: 240
National Institutes of Ilealth
Graduate student support, 1V: 8, 9, 17, 42, 43, 45-46, 50
A National Policy for Higher Education
by National Council of Independent Colleges and Universities and the
Association of American Colleges, V11: 32
National Science Foundation
Graduate student support, 1V: 8, 17, 26-27, 43, 44, 46, 50
National Student Association
Grant program, V1: 233-256
National Student Lobby
BEOG, study of, 11: 37
National Student Loan Bank
Carnegie Commission proposal, V111: 195-196, 213-214
National Vocational Student Loan i’rogram
JSL, merged with, 111: 27
Provisions, 111: 27-28
National Work Conference on the State-Federal Partnership in Student Assistance
OG, recommendations on, V: 96
Federal student assistance, V: 93-98
GSL, recommendations on, V: 97
State Commissions, V: 98
State student assistance, recommendations on, V: 96-99
SS81(G, recommendations on, V: 96
National University Extension Association
(Grant programs, recommendations on, V1: 259-260
Part-time students and Federal grant programs, V1: 256-262
National Youth Administration
Cooperative education program, I1: 47
Need Analysis
Ability to pay, I: 13, 15, 21, 22-28, 52; IX: 91
Access, I: 14
Adult students, IX: 108
Assets, 1X: 19
Black students, IX: 76-77
California tuition scholarship program, VII: 34
CWS, interview technique, 1I: 68
CWS, role in, IT: 14, 15, 24, 36, 49, 50, 91
Comparison of loan or CWS »s. grant, I1: 15, 34
C'onsumer Price Index, I: 14, 26-27
Cost of living, I: 14
Development by universities, I: 9
Fxpected family contribution, VI: 207
Exzplcct(ids{family contribution, compared to actual contribution, VI: 208-210,
5 IX:91
Iixpected family contribution, relation to independent students VI: 208
Family aceeptance, dependence upon, I: 15
Family assets, I: 17, 18, 19
Family role, 1X: 87
Federal student assistance, I: 1, 8, 15; VII: 22, 32, 50-51, 115; IX: 19
Financial aid officer, I: 13; VII: 32
Flexibility, serving different types of assistance, I: 16-17, 18, 1§
Graduate students, IV: 10
GSL, I: 1, 8-9; V: 104-115; IX: 121-122, 123
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Nced Analysis—Continued
History of, I: 9-11
Illinois, VII: 108
Invasion of privacy, VII: 100, 116
Loan programs, use in, I: 11
Liquidity, I: 15
Loan »s. subsidy, neced for, I: 16
Middle-income students, II: 15: V: 136
NDSL definition of cligibility, I1: 111-112
NDSL program, I: 1, 10
Net taxable income, use of, V: 1368
New York system, Federal criteria applied to, V: 136
New York system, income studies in connection with, V: 142
Parental contributicns, I1X: 118, 121, 154-153
Proposed Need Analysis System for Dependent Students for Use by All Post-
secondary Institutions in Montana, II1: 270-271
Room and board costs, I1X: 120-121
Rural-urban distinetion, 1: 40
Simplicity vs. sensitivity, 1X: 122, 123
Student Support, Sources of (table), VIII: 137
Subsidy vs. loan, need for, 1: 16
SEQ( definition of eligibility, II: 111-112
SEOG program, 1: 1
Urban-rural distinction, 1: 40
Value judgments, use of, I: 8
Willingness to pay, 1: 13, 21: IX: 91
see also ACT need nnalysis; BEOG need analysis; CSS necd analysis
New Jersey
Private higher edueation, VII: 56
State guarantee loan program, affected by Federal GSL program, I11: 190
Student assistance, VI: 200-217; VIII: 193, 210
New York
Assets in student assistance, V: 131-1352
BEOG, V: 148; VIIT: 19
Basic entitlement grant, V: 135
College cost, V: 136
Community colleges, V: 141
I'miployment, V: 143
(irants, major funds, V: 143
Higher education, VII: 46, 50~31, 56, 95
Institutional grants, V: 136
Jobs, as means of financing college, V: 143
Low-income students, V: 133, 145
Need analysis, V: 136
Net taxable income, V: 133
Nurses scholarships, V: 135
Private higher edueation, V: 141
tegents Student Assistance programs, 1972-73, V: 139
Scholar Incentive students, V: 136
Student assistance, V@ 133-152; VI: 200-217; VII: 50-51, 95; VIII: 193, 210
Student loans, V: 143
Tuition assistance program, V: 134-133; VIII: 19; IX: 20
Tuition equalization, V: 135, 151-152
New York City
College Opportunity Centers, VII: 101, 117
New York, City University of
BEOG, VII: 51
New York Scholar Incentive holders
Average family income, V: 140
Public higher education, V: 140
New York State Department of Iducation
SSIG, Ve 137
New York Tuition Assistance Program
Asvets, treatment of, VI: 108;1X: 28
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|
New York, State University of |
Costs and financing, V: 141 |
Federal student assistance, VIII: 4-5, 8-9, 18-21
Regents college scholarship, V: 140
Size, VIII: 4
Student organizations, VIII: 18
Newman Task Force
VIII: 180-181, 182, 183; IX: 128
Nixon Administration
Federal student agsistance, budget request, VIII: 3, 22
Non-state grant awards
Income, relation to, V: 145
North Carolina
IRS assessment on loan forgiveness, III: 172-175
North Carolina Agricultural and Technical State University
Participation in GSL and NDSL compared, VII: 32
Northeastern University
Cooperative education program, IT: 167, 170
Legal education, IT: 170
Nurses scholarships
New York plan, V: 135
Occupational education
ommunity colleges, VIII: 88
Office of Education (OE)
Accreditation, VIII: 186
BEOG, administration of, I: 70-73
BEOG application forms, distribution of, VI: 177-178
BEOG cost of attendance, VI: 219-220
BEOG information dissemination, VI: 177-178
BE? G, training of high school and postsecondary institution personnel, VI:
178

CWS, discussion of, II: 94-120
CWS, regulations on need for, IT: 289, 291
Cooperative education, administration of, il: 195, 206-298
Cooperative education, discussion of, II: 266-311
Education Amendments of 1972, regulations for, VIII: 14
Graduate student support, IV: 8, 9
GSL, authority to limit susspend or terminate eligibility, III: 38
GSL, debt collection, I1I: 32-33, 34-35, 114
GSL, discussion of, I11: 26-52
GSL, eligibility for, V: 115
SL, reimbursement to State guarantee agencies for losses, I11: 31
H(ilése Special Subcommittee on Education, terms for testimony, ITI: 17; VI:
6
National Defense Borrowers Study Conducted for the U.S. Office of Educa-
tion by Richard L. Tombaugh, ITI: 99-104
NDSL, debt collection, ITI: 12-13, 34-35
NDSL, discussion of, I11: 1-26
Need analysis, discussion of, I: 6-54
ReIgionnl pancls, review of “tripartite’” applications, III: 5, 25
SSIG, administration of, V: 138
SSIG, evaluation of, V: 155-156
SSIG, overview, V: 152-167
SSIG, regulations for, V: 156, 159, 161167
Statutory Authority for Funding Criteria Under HEA IV-D, II: 308-310
Student assistance, VIII: 8, 14
Student assistance programs, task force on management, V: 90, 97
Student Special Services programs, discussion of, VI: 277-299
SEOG, discussion of, VI: 170-198
Task force on college-based programs, III: 8
Veterans cost of instruction, regulations for, VII: 6
Work Conference on the Federal Institution Partnership in Student Assist-
ance, V: 90, 96-99
Office of Management and Budget
Federal credit practice circular, VIII: 102-103
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’ Ohio State University
CWS, recommendations on, II: 288
NDSL participation, ITI: 87-91
Ohio Association of Students
WS, II: 356-357
| Oregon
’ CWS, application and rcview process, IT1: 98
Higher education assistance, VII: 95
| Orshansky, Mollie
| Counting the Poor, I: 60-65
| Orshansky formula
1 BEOG need analysis, I: 55, 68-69
| BLS family budgets, compared to, I: 41, 67-68, 69, 71-72, 74
| Consumer Price Indcx, 1. 66-67
Counting the Poor, I: 60-65
History and nature of, I: 60-67
Needy, identification of, I: 68
Student aid cligibility, 1: 7375
U.S. Dept. of Agriculture food plans, I: 65, 66
Orwig, M.D.
Toward More Equitable Distribution of College Student Aid Funds: Prob-
gems in Asscssing Student Finanzial Need (ACT Research Report), I: 313~
22
Out-of-statc students
Higher education, V: 107
Panel on Alternative Approaches for Graduate Education
Minority admissions to graduate education, IV: 36
Part-time students
Access VIII: 196-214
ACE special committee, VI: 257
BEOG, cligibility for, VI: 259
BEOG, participation in, VI: 256-2357
Carncgic Commission, VIII: 214
Characteristics of, VI: 257-258, VIII: 83
Course loads, VI: 259, 260
Eligibility for assistance, VI: 261-262, VIII: 92, 93-94
Enrollment, VIII: 214
Federal student assistance, VI: 258
Financial need of, VI: 257
Low-income, VIII: 75
National University Extension Association, discussion by, VI: 256-262
Number of (full-time equivalent), VI: 259
State aid programs, limitations on eligibility for, VI: 258
SEOG, participation in, VI: 257
| Tuition rates charged, VI: 258
| Pennsylvania
| Privatc higher cdueation, VII: 56
| Proprictary school participation in GSL, III: 190-191
} Student assistanc., VI: 200-217; VIII: 193, 210, 233
Pcterson, Richard E.
‘ Institutional Goals ::ud Curriculum Planning (ETS), IV: 71-75
‘ Postsecondary education
Access, VII: 46-47, VIII: 245-246
Actcreditation, VIII: 184
Characteristies, VII: 92; VIII: 230, 231
| Commission on Nontraditional Study, VII: 36-37
| Congressional emphasis, VII: 114
| Consumer protection, VIII: 186
| Demand, VII: 22-26, 36
; Education Amendments of 1972, VIII: 230
| Federal aid, VII: 90; VIII: 231, 238
| Financial aid, VII: 32, 36
Quality, VII: 36-37, 7375, 102-103, 106
Postsecondary Educational Opportunity: A Fedcral-State-Institutional
Partnership (ETS), V: 102
See also Higher education

Q :5()
ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




33

Private higher education
Access, VIII: 21-22
Average Tuitions as Pcreentage of Disposable Income Per Capita, 1927-28 to
1972-73 (table), VII: 30
BEOG, VII: 63
Carnegie Commission, VII: 26, 41, 47, 49, 51, 54
Contributions of, VII: 28, 34-33, 5253, 55, 119-120
Cooperative education programs and financial problems, I1: 240
Educational and Genera! Expenses per Student, for 48 Private Liberal Arts
Colleges, 1964-73 (table), VII: 30
Enrollments, I: 30; VII: 28; I1X: 70
Federal assistance, VII: 29, 31-32, 33, 47-49, 56-38, 59-61, 63, 95; IX: 149
Fedcral influence on State aid VII: 31, 49, 59, 70-71, 120; IX: 154
Fe?gall izt;udent assistance, VII: 47, 48, 49, 51, 59-60, 63, 64, 122; VIII:
’
Financial problems of, VII: 26-37, 46-47, 52, 93-94, 119, 122
Loans, VII: 119
Maintenance of, IX: 59
Nnitligfsllg"OCommission on the Financing of Postsccondary Education, VII:
New York Scholar Incentive students, Vi 140
O[;(;i'zlltigg Deficits among 48 Private Liberal Arts Colleges, 1965-73 (table),
Public higher education, relation to, VII: 62, 63
Sources of Educational Income, 1929-30 to 1970-71 (table), VII: 29
State aid to higher education, I: 30; IX: 153-154
State student assistance, effect of, VI 207, 213
SSIG, V: 139-140; VIII: 209
Subsidy of, V: 150
Tuition, V: 124, 141, 150; VII: 27, 29, 30, 47
Yale, V: 126
Proprietary schools
Cooperative education programs, II: 310
Enrollments, 1X: 138
Fedcral student assistance, VI: 319-321
Fedcral student grant programs, participation in, VI: 195
Frcedom of choice, VI: 243
GSLJ participation in Pennsylvania, II11: 190-191
NDSL eligibility, I1I: 4
Public postsecondary institutions, relation to, VI: 243
 Students’ rights, VI: 243
Public higher education
Enrollment by income levels, VIII: 138
Funding, 1X: 148
Institutional aid, VIII: 135, 143
Instructional costs, VII: 36, 102-103, 106; VIII: 140-141
Low/no tuition, VIII: 268-274
New York Scholar Incentive students, V: 140
Private higher education, relation to, VII: 27-32, 46-47, 62
Quality, VII: 36, 102-103, 106
Subsidy of, V: 150
Taxation on future income, I1X: 146
TuitiG(ZP, V: 141, 150; VII: 27, 29, 43, 102, 104; VIIL: 121, 140-141, 197-198,
- 216-219
Veterans’ Cost of Instruction, VII: 7
Veterans enrollments, VII: 7, 8
Puerto Rico
Federal student assistance, VI: 329-333
GSL, VIII: 180
Low-income students, VII: 35
Private higher education, VII: 35
Pucrto Rico, University of
Federal assistance, VIII: 174, 175-177
Growth of, VIII: 174
Student assistance, VIII: 174, 176, 179-180
Pushouts
Higher education, VI: 302
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Research Triangle Institute of North Carolina
Talent Seanh/U'Fwa.rd Bound study, VI: 291
Revigions in the ACT Student Need Analysis Service, I: 323-329
Rhode Island Department of Education
D%tfgeon_x::;i&i)ng the Eligibility Pool for a Financial Assistance Program, VI:
J
Financial Need for Students of Rhode Island Postsecondary Education: The
Present Circumstance, VI: 338-349
A Summn%of Financial Assistance for Postsecondary Education [in Rhode
Island], VI: 334-337
Riesman, David
Academic Revolution, discussion of, IX: 92~93
Remedial education
Secondary school, function of, IX: 138
Research
Assistantships, 1X: 9
Federal support, criteria for, IV: 18
Federal graduate aid, relation to, IV: 8, 16
Sex discrimination
CWS job placement, II: 9
Enrollment, VII: 24
St. Cloud State College
Student assistance, I1: 376
St. Louis Junior College District, VII: 81-82, 86
Sallie Mae
See GSL (Student loan marketing association)
San Francisco State University
Student body, characteristics of, VI: 271
San Jose State University
CWS program, VI: 311-312
SEOG program, VI: 311-312
Sawyer College of Business
Proprietary school students and Federal student assistance, VI: 319-321
Sccurity Pacifie National Bank
GSL, discussion of, III: 197-204
Shieh, Francis
Community College ducation as a Souree of Eeonome Development, I1: 321
Social Security Administration
GSL collection, VIII: 96
Social Security Administration poverty index
See Orshansky formula
Social Security benefits
BEOG, VI: 313-318
BEOG need analysis, 1: 43; VI: 220
CSS nced analysis, I: 43
Federal student assistance programs, 1: 48; VII: 90
South Dakota
State direet loans to students, I1I: 27
Southern California, University of
CWS, VIII: 23, 25
Cost of attendance, VIII: 21, 20-32
Federal student assistance, VIII: 23
Student aid budget, VIII: 22
Student body, characteristics of, VIII: 22, 27, 33
SEOG, VIII: 23, 25
Tuition, VIII: 21
Work programs, VIII: 32-33
Southern Illinois University
Cooperative education program, I1: 55-57
Southern Itegional Edueation Board (SREB)
BEOG, discussion of VI: 263~271
Southern States
Enrollment, Aggregate Finaneial Need, Available Financial Aid, and
Unmet Need, by Institutional Types, Full-Time Undergraduates, SRIEB
States, 1971-72 (table) VI: 264
Student finaneial needs and resources, discussion of SREB survey VI: 263
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Special Programs for Students from Disadvantaged Backgrounds (TRIO programs)
Administration of, VI: 281
Authorization of, VI: 182
Cost of education, impact on, IX: 68
Demand for VI: 282-283
Eligibility, potential population, VI: 282
Funding, Vf: 281, 288, 290
GSL, funding from, IX: 139
Le%/ifalative history, V1: 277-280
LeMoyne-Owen College, assessment, by VI: 301-302
Management of projects, VI: 282
National Association for E?unl Opportunity in Higher Education study by
Miles Mark Fisher 1V, VI: 301-302
National Association for Equal Opportunity in Higher Education, discussion
bg VI1: 299-306
NA ZFAA, discussion by, VI; 228
Participation, statistics on, VI: 283-284
Purposes, VI: 280
Reporting requirements, VI: 282
Special Veterans Talent Search/Upward Bound projects, VI: 281
Success of participants, VII: 21
Text of, VP: 275-276 .
See also Talent Search, Upward Bound, Special Services for Disadvantaged
Students, I’ducational Opportunity Centers
Special revenue sharin
Federal aid to higher education IX: 136-1"7
Special Services for Disadvantaged Students
Black colleges, VI: 302
ETS study, VI: 283-284; 1X: 22
Eligibility Criteria (table), VI: 286
Ethno-Racial Background’ (table), VI: 286
Family Income (table), VI: 286
Funding, VI: 281, 289
Funding (table), VI: 285
Handicapped students, VI: 283
Legislative history, VI: 279
Purposes, VI: 279, 280
Reporting requirements, VI: 282
Retention in Program (table), VI: 288
Special Veterans Talent Search/Upward Bound program, VI: 280, 286
Special Subcommittee on Education
Seminars (Part IX), reasons for holding, I1X: 1
E, terms under which testifying, I11: 17; VI: 186
Special Veterans Talent Search/Upward Bound program
Eligibility Criteria and Family Income (table), VI: 286
Ethno-Racial Back%round (table), VI: 286
Program Accomplishments (table), VI: 286
Purpose of, VI: 280
Spencerian College
WS, II: 319
Stanford University
Academic research, IV: 18
CWS, graduate student participation, IV: 14
State agencies
BEOG, coordinators for, V: 93
State aid to higher education
Accountability, VIII: 184-185
Complexity of, IX: 24-25
Differences among States, VI: 239
Effort measurement, I1X: 96-105
Federal incentives for, IX: 128
Fe{llezn.l role, influence of, VI: 234, 239-240; VII: 120, 12]-122; IX: 95-96,
] 150
Tederal student aid and diversity among States, I1X: 153
Growth of, VII: 89, 248; IX: 71
Institutional aid, VIII: 148, 168-169
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State aid to higher education—Continued
Matching requirements, discussion by National Association of State Scholar~
ship Programs, V: 167
Private higher education, VII: 27-32, 34, 35, 46-47, 49, 55-56, 59-61, 70-71,
94, 95; VIII: 193; IX: 128, 150, 154
Problems of, IX: 50
Public higher education, VII: 27-32, 46-47, 94
Student assistance, VI: 150-151, 152
Tuition, VIII: 150-151, 152
Statc commissions
Nationsal Work Conference on State-Federal Partnership in Student Agsistance,

State gut;.rantced loan programs
DiIrIei:t 21_(7mns to students in Wisconsin, Texas, South Dakota, and Florida,

GSL, relation to, II1: 166, 184, 194-197
History of, I11: 26-27
Wisconsin guaranteed loan program (proposed), II1: 165-166
State higher education coordinating ngeney
Implementation of, V: 98; I1X: 44-45
State residency
SSIG criteria, V: 156, 157
Statc scholarship aid
BEOG, comparison to, V: 99
SEOG, V: 99
State student assistance
Access to private higher education, I: 31
Alternative mechanism for delivery, V: 91
BEOG, complement to, V: 109
BEOG model, V: 93-96
Bonds, use of, V: 122
California program, VI: 200-217
College Student Grant Study: Summav of State Scholarship and Grant
Programs Examined 1971~72 (table), VI: 202
Correlations between Amount of Award (in Dollars) and Demand for Higher
Education among Aid Recipients (table), VI: 203, 212
Develop: :ent of State Scholarship Assistance Programs From School Year
1971-72 to 1975-76 Buascd Upon Pre-SSIG Program Application Data
(table), V: 92, 158
ECB, recommendations of, V: 101-104, 124
I3C8, task force on, V: 101-102
The Effcets of Grants and Scholarships on Attendance Patterns, by Sector
(Public or Private) [in Numbers of Students], (table), VI: 204, 206
The Effects of State Grant and Scholarship Awards Upon Student Attendance
Patterns by Collegiate Level (table), VI: 205, 206, 216
The Effects of State Grant and Scholarshi() Awards Upon Student Attendance
Patterns by Institutional Size (table), VI: 205, 206
The Effcets of State Grant and Scholarship Awards Upon Student Attendance
Patterns by Sector (Public-Private) [Percentages] (table), VI: 204, 216
Lligibility, application and administrative procedures, V: 136
Estimated Distribution of FY 1974 SSIG Funds for 31 States Operating
State Grant Programs in 1973-74 (table), V: 147
Federal incentives for, 1X: 128, 129, 136
Federal student assistance, relation to, V: 83, 102, 103, 122, 136, 143; VII:
85, 120-121, 137, 237; 1X: 89-117
Finaneial Aid in Arizona, 1974-735, VI: 374-378
First-Time, Full-Time Enrollments Cempared to First-Time State Aid
Recipients Who Were Enrolled Full-Time by Institutional Level, (table),
VI: 204, 206, 214-215
First-Time, Full-Time Enrollments Compared to First-Time State Aid
Reeipients Who Were Eorolled Full-Time By Sector (Public or Private),
(table), VI: 203, 206, 214
Funding, VIII: 210-211
Giraduate study, IV: 23
Growth of, VITY: 103, 200-211, IX: 59, 117
Growth of State Seholarship Grants to Needy Students Since 1968-69, V: 99
GSL, States as lenders, V; 114-115, 122
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State student assistance—Continued

Higher education, access to, V: 100, 105

Higher Education Facilities Act of 1963, V: 90

Illinois program, II: 60; VI: 200-217

Illinois State Scholarship Commission, recommendations of, V: 99-101

Income Distribution of Families and Unrelated Individuals with Principal
Earner Between 45 and 54 in 1965, and of Families with Children Entering
College, Fall 1966 (table), VI: 205, 216-217

Issue Paper; Planning for Student Financial Assistance, December 1973, from
Michigan Department of Education, V1: 361-374

Middle-income voters, impact, of, IX: 119

National Association of State Scholarship Progiams, recommendations of, V:
88-99, 167-168

National Work Conference on the State-Federal Partnership in Student
Assistanee, V: 96-99

Need, determination of, V: 100

Need, Federal criteria in relation to, V: 136

Need, student, V: 103

Need analysis, V: 103, 156

Need-based award programs, V: 99

Need-based scholarships, I: 48

New Jersey programs, VI: 200-217

New York programs, V: 133-152, VI: 200-217

New York, application procedures, V: 136

North Carolina State Educational Assistance Authority, V: 168

Numbers and Percentages of Students Who Enrolled in Higher Education as
& Result of Having Received Grant or Scholarship Aid and Average Award
Amounts, (table), VI: 203, 211-212

Observations About the Status of Student Financial Aid Nationally and in
g_;agifgggia by California State Scholarship and Loan Commission, VI:

Qut-of-State students, 1X: 48

Part-time students, eligibility of, VI: 258

Pennsylvania programs, VI: 200-217

Private institutions, effect on, VI: 207, 213

Resolution Calling for Improvement of the Current Student Financial Aid
Chaos by Jack Altman, VI: 309

State commissions, V: 98

State programs, selected survey, VI: 200-206, 210-217

SSIG, V: 138, 155, 159, VII: 85, 120-121

State work-study aids, V: 90, 114

Student-based assistance, VI: 200-206

Students Attending the Public and Private Higher Education Sectors, (table),
VI: 203, 213-214

Tuition, V: 121, 124-125; VIII: 152; IX: 119

Wisconsin Guaranteed Higher Education Plan, V: 105

Wisconsin Higher Education Plan, V: 112-131

Wiscongin Higher Education Plan and Wisconsin Guaranteed Higher Educa~
tion Plan, comparison of, V: 119

Wisconsin, University of, programs, V: 104-131

Wisconsin work-study, V: 118

Wisconsin Talent Incentive Grant Program, V: 114

Work-study effort, matching role in, V: 129

Work-study programs, V: 104

See also individual States

State Student Incentive Grant (SSIG)
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Academic performance, V: .56

Allotment, V: 89

Allotment, continuation awards, V: 160

Allotment, initial awards, V: 160

Appropriations, V: 153, 153

BEQG, supplement to, VIII: 193-194, IX: 47

Carnegie Commisgion, VIII: 209-211

Case amendment, V: 155

Cu'bert, relation to art of incentive grant-making, V: 129

Development of State Scholarship Assistance Programs for School Years
1971-72 to 1975-76 (tables), V: 92, 158
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State Student Incentive Grant (SSIG)—Continued
Education Amendments of 1972, V: 90, 153
1.CS8 task force report, V: 102
Estimated Distribution of FY 1974 SSIG Funds for 3! States Operating
State Grant Programs in 1973-74 (table), V: 147
Istimated Distribution of Funds Under Title IV, Part A Subpart 3, Higher
Education Act as Amended by P.L. 92-318 SSIG, FY 1974, V: 154
Lquality of opportunity, impact on, IX: 19
Expansion of, 1X: 140-141
Expected family contribution, V: 156
Flexibility in, V: 129
Florida, VIII: 103
Funding of, V: 88, 89, 100, 137-138, 149; VIII: 14, 209
Growth of, V: 88, 86, 100
Illinois State Scholarship Commission, recommendations of, V: 100
Legislative history, V: 153
Low-income studcnts, VIIT: 209
Matching programs, incentive for, V: 87
Middle-income students, effect on, IX: 60
NASFAA, discussion by, VI: 227
National Association of State Scholarship Programs, V: 88, 163
National Work Confcrence on State-Federal Partnership in Student Assist-
ance, V: 98
New York, V: 137
Non-financial criteria for selecting grant recipicnts, V: 156
OE, opcration by, V: 138, 152-167, VII: 85
OE, regulations, V: 156, 159, 161-167
Private higher cducation, V: 139-140
Private institutions, eligibility, V: 157
Private institutions, use by, I1X: 129
Public institutions, V: 157
State and Federal relation, VII: 120-121; IX: 150
State choice of students, V: 129
State coordinating agency, 1X: 44-45
State efforts, I1X: 59
State matching capability, V: 159
State participation rate, 1X: 25
State response, V: 155
SEOQOG, relation to, VIII: 193, 209
Talent identification, IX: 22
Text of, V: 85-87
Title IV of the Higher Education Act: A Tcchnical Analysis of Six Student
Financial Aid Programs by CEEB, I1X: 156-168
State-wide planning
g Standard accounting system, importance of, I1X: 144
Statcs
Federal aid programs, role in, IX: 122, 123
See also individual States and State student assistance
Student affidavit
Single form for NDSL, SEOG, CWS, GSL, III: 26
Use of assistance, I11: 248
Student assistance
Application, common student aid, V: 100, 101
Applications, number required, V: 136
Application forms, impact of, VII: 100, 116
Application forms, simplification of, IX: 127, 151
Athletes, VIII: 114
Cost of college, effeet on, VIIIL: 233-234, 243-244; IX: 118
Inroliment, effect on, VIII: 231
Federal and State coop -ation, V: 137; IX: 136-137
Focus of, VIII: 137, 14,
Higher education, value of, VII: 117
History of, 1:
Information dissemination, VIII: 126-128, IX: 48, 111-116, 146-147
Institutional assistance, VIII: 138
Low-income, VIII: 136, 143, 246
Middle-income, I: 30-31, 32; VIII: 69-70
Need analysis, 1: 48; VIII: 125-126

e




ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

39

Student assistance—Continued
Private vs public institutions, VII; 62; IX: 60
States, alternative mechanism for delivery, V: 91
Statisties on, VIII: 137
Subsidy gap, IX: 71
Subsistence, VII: 48-49, 52, 54, 12-113, 127
Summer earnings, V: 144
Tuition, VIII: 138-139, 144-145, 171; IX: 145
See also Loans
Student Aid Hoax (New York Times), III: 16
Student earnings
Cooperative education, II: 145, 152
CWg, II: 178
Low-income students, I: 73
Student employment
Academic credit for, II: 9, 21, 64
Academic performance, IT: 246
Availability of, II: 63, 83
Careers, relation to, II: 9, 22, 28, 63-67, 84,7103
Cost-of-living increases, II: 36
Historical background, I1: 46-48
Impact of, II: 17, 21-22, 23, 24, 27, 35
Minimum wage, II: 19, 27, 29, 33, 34, 52, 85
Numbers of students, II: 23, 27
Student Financial Aids in Higher Education and Their Administration, excerpt
from, II:71-82
Student Loan Marketing Association
See GSL (Student loan marketing association)
Student Loans Synopsis by National Bank of the Black Hills, ITI: 269-270
Student mobility
Graduate and undergraduate, IV: 16
Students
Political role, VIII: 10
Subsidy
Private higher education, V: 150
Public higher education, V: 150
ullivan Business College
CWS, II: 317
Summary of Positions by NCHELP, on Changes to Title IV, Part B of The Higher
Education Act of 1965, as Amended (Student Loan Guaranty Legislation),
III: 185-189
Summer earnings
ACT need analysis, I: 12, 70
BEOG need analysis, I: 12, 41, 70, 71
CSS need analysis, 1: 12, 70
Estimated amount, I: 41
Student aid, V: 144
Supplemental Educational Opportunity Grant program (SEOG)
Administrative expenses for disadvantaged students, VI: 183
Affidavit of educational furpose required, V1: 184
Allotment formula, VI: 184-185, 197, 227, 228-229; IX: 6, 18
Annual institutional report, VI: 185
Appropriations, VI: 225-226
Authorizing legislation, VI: 173-176; VIII: 25
BEOG, relation to, VI: 191, 224; VII: 20~21, 47; VIII: 192, 208;IX:128, 131
CWS, transfer of funds between, VI: 193-194
Comparison of EOG and SEOG (table), VI: 187
Continuing year grants, VI: 191, 225-226
Cost of attendance, VI: 183
Demand for, effect of BEOG, VI:193
Demand for, measured by recommended funding levels, VI: 192
Disadvantaged students, institutional requirements, VI: 183
EOG, relation to, VI: 182, 186; VIII: 192, 209
Eligibility of institutions, VI: 184
Eligibility of students, VI: 183
Estimated Number of Participants in Supplemental Educational Opportunity
Grant Programs (table), VI: 190
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Supplemental Educational Opportunity Grant Program (SEOG)—Continued
Exceptional financial need, definition by regulation, VI: 183, 226-227, 228-229
Financial aid officers, effect of experience of, VI:196 |
Financial aid officers, flexibility of, VI: 183-184
Flexibility, IX:5
Funding, VI: 183, 224; VIII: 3, 22, 89
Graduate student participation, IV: 11, 21, 27
Grant, maximum amount of, VI: 183, 226;1X:95
Grant, minimum amount of, VI: 183, 226
Grants-loans-work concept, I11: 3
Initial year grants, VI: 225-226
Job earnings, VI: 226
Low-income students, VIII: 193, 209
Maintenance of effort, rec}m‘red of institutions, VI: 195
Matching requirement, VI: 183; IX: 36
Matching requirement, use of GSL, VI: 196
Need, definition of, VI: 183
Need analysis, 1: 1; I1: 111-112
Need for, VI: 225
Part-time students, VI: 257, 259-260
Participation of institutions, VI: 184, 195, 230-231
Phase-out, IX: 22, 47, 192
Program operations, evaluation of, VI: 185-186
A Position Paper Concerning the Inequities of the Current State Allotment
Formulae by Walter Moulton, VI: 307-309

Reallocation of funds within States, VI: 197

Reduction or termination of, IX: 140-141

Southern California, University of, VIII: 23, 25

State scholarship aid, V: 99

SSIG, relation to, VIII: 193, 209

(Supplemental) Educational Opportunity Grants Program, Fiscal Yesar
(table), VI: 187

Supplemental Education Op{)ortuniyty Grants—Fiscal Year 1974, Operations

¢ P iscal Year 1973 Funds) Initisl Year (table), VI: 188
Supplemental Educational Opportunity Grants Program, Fiscal Year 1975
perations (Fiscal Year 1974 Funds) (table), VI: 189

Terms of grant, VI: 183

Title IV of the Higher Education Act: A Technical Analysis of Six Student
Financial Aid Programs by CEEB, IX: 156-168

Transfer of funds to other programs, VI: 184; VIII: 72-73, 91

Tripartite application, VI: 184

Tuition costs, IX: 63-64

. Supplemental Security Income program

Disabled students, VII: 54

Survey Research Center, University of Michigan
Debt by income level, IX: 83

Sweden
Parental contribution, I: 50
Student loan program, VIII: 214

Syracuse University
Black students and Federal assistance survey, VI: 310-311

Talent Search
Authorizing legislation, text of, VI: 276
Black colleges, VI: 302
EOG statutes, authorized by, VI: 182
Eligibility Criteria (table), VI: 286
Ethno-Racial Background (table), VI: 286
Family Income (table), VI: 286
Funding, VI: 281, 289
Funding (table), VI: 285
Higher Education Amendments of 1968, VI: 182
Legislative history, VI: 277-278
Program Accom7plishments (table), VI: 286
Purposes, VI: 277, 280
Reporting requirements, VI: 282
Research Triangle Institute of North Carolina study, VI: 291

Teaching
NDSL forgiveness provisions, III: 4, 23
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Texas
Community colleges, VII: 81, 85
Low-income students, VII: 81, 85
State direct loans to students, I11: 27
Texas College and University System Coordinating Board
Federal-State partnership in GSL, I11:170-171
Thackrey paper
Higher education financing, V: 109
Title IV of the Higher Ilducation Act: A Technical Analysis of Six Student
Financial Aid Programs, August 1974, by the Washington Office of College
Entrance Examination Board, IX: 156-168
Toward More Equitable Distribution of College Student Aid Funds: Problems
iIn é&?fg;izng Student Financial Nced (ACT Research Report) by M. D. Orwig,
: 31
Transfer students
Cooperative education, II: 159
TRIO Programs
See Special Programs for Students from Disadvantaged Backgrounds;
Special Services for Disadvantaged Students; Talent Search; Upward Bound
Tripod programs
See Grants-loans-work concept
Truman Commission, VIII: 199; IX: 152
Tuition
Access, V: 126, V1I: 106, 109
American Association of State Colleges and Universities, V: 106
Average Tuitions, Selected Private and Public Institutions, United States,
1927-28 to 1973-74 (table), VII: 29
BEOG, V: 136, 147, 148: VIII: 4, 19
Community colleges, VII: 81, 82, 86, 87
Enrollment, effect on, V: 12-}3; VII: 41-43, 82, 87, 106, 109; VIII: 199-200;
I1X: 50, 145
Equalization, V: 135
Federal student assistance, effect of, VIII: 237
Gross and Net Tuition by Type of Institution, 1053-54 through 1967-68
(table), VII: 62
Institutional determination, V: 125
Instructional costs, VII: 54, 101-106; VIII: 140, 197-198, 216-219
In%/tﬁmg:?nnl Costs by Type of Institution, 1929-30 through 1967—68 (table),
Loans, VII: 93, 119
Matching funds, V: 129
Middle-income students, V: 121
National Commission on the Financing of Postsecondary Ilducation, V: 113
New York Scholar Incentive recipients, V: 140 .
New York Tuition Assistance Plan, V: 135
Private_higher education, V: 124, 126, 134, 141, 150; VII: 29, 30; VIII:
157; IX: 148-149
Public tax support, discussion of, I1X: 51
Public vs. grivnte, \'Z 141; VII: 27-32, 47, 54-55, 62, 102-104, 119
Southern California, University of, VIII: 21
Subsidy program, VII: 31, 33, 35, 47, 49, 56, 61
State University of Wisconsin system, V: 113
Student assistance, VII: 117, 121
Wisconsin Higher IEducation Plan, V: 116, 121, 123
Tulane University
CWwWs, IV: 14
NDSL, IV: 14
1202 Commissions
Establishment of, IX: 146
Potential of, I1X: 142-143
USDA food plans
BLS family budgets, I: 58
| Orshansky formula, I: 65, 66
{ Thnited Student Aid Funds
1 Contracts with States, II1: 28
Operations, II1: 27
University Year for Action
CWS, VIII: 183, 190
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Upward Bound
Authorizing legislation, text of, VI: 278
Black colleges, VI: 302
Funding, VI: 281, 289
Funding, (table) VI: 285
Effectiveness of the Upward Bound Program in Preparing Disadvantaged
Students for Postsecondary Education, VI: 204-296
GAOQ recommendations and OE responses, VI: 294-296
GAOQ study, VI: 284
Higher Education Amendments of 1968, authorized by, VI: 182
Legislative history, VI: 278-279
National Upward Bound Postsecondary Statistics 1965-73 (table), VI: 287
Origins, VI: 278
Output Measures (Ethno-Racial Categories) (table), VI: 287
Output Measures (Gross Family Income) (table), VI: 287
Purposes, VI: 278, 280
Reporting requirements, VI: 282
Research Triangle Institute of North Carolina study, VI: 291
University of New Orleans study, VI: 292
Trban Corps
CWS relation to, II: 269-270, 313
Veterans
California State University, Long Beach, research by, VII: 14
Campus services, VII: 10, 11, 12, 14-16, 17-18, 39-40, 66-67
Characteristics of, VII: 12, 14
Enrollment, VII: 7
Problems of, VII: 10, 12, 14
Special Veterans Talent Search/Upward Bound, Ethno-Racial Background
(table) VI: 280286
. %pecial Veterans Talent Search/Upward Bound projects, VI: 280
alegt Search/Upward Bound, Eligibility Criteria/Family Income (table) VI:
28
Yankelovich survey, VII: 12
Veterans’ Administration
Education benefits, VII: 7, 15-16, 39-41, 66-67
Graduate student support, IV: 9
Veterans’ Cost of Instruction regulations, VII: 6
Veterans’ Cost of Instruction program
American Legion, VII: 37-39
Authorizing legislation, VII: 1, 3-5
Awards to institutions (table), VII: 7
Awards by State, 1973-74 (table) VII: 7
California, VII: 16-17
Campus services, VII: 7
Distribution of Veterans Cost-of-Instruction Payments (table) VII: 61
Eligibility, VII: 9, 11, 12, 13, 48, 59-60
Enrollment, VII: 7, 8
Enrollment requircment, VII: 6, 8-9, 11, 12
Funding, VII: 1, 13-14
Legislative history, VII: 6
Private hi%her education, VII: 48, 59-60
Public higher education, VII: 7
Regulations, VII: 6
Success of, VII: 87
Veterans education benefits
BEOG need analysis, 1: 43
CSS need analysis, I: 43
Federal student assistance {)mgmms, compared to, I: 48; VII: 90
Florida state program, VIII: 104
Funding, VIII: 208
GI Bill, V: 125; VII: 31, 56, 59
Middle-class, effect on, I: 32
Veterans programs
California State University, Long Beach, VI1I: 10-18
Wachovia
GSL servicing, ITI: 181
Westborough Junior High School
BEOG program, VI: 318
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| Western College Association
| Federal student assistance, resolution on, VI: 319
' Wilberforce University
Student income and expenses, III: 207
GSL, II1: 204-211
Wisconsin
l Ad Hoc Committee on Financing Higher Education, recommendations of,
V: 106-131
Low tuition, V: 121
Native American Grant program, V: 114
VWisconsin Higher Education Plan, V: 112
Wisconsin Talent Incentive Grant program, V: 114
Wisconsin, University of
Low tuition and cost of education funds, IX: 68
State student assistance, V: 104-131
Tuition, study of effects on enrollment, VII: 41-43, 82, 87, 106, 107, 108-109
112; IX: 50, 56-57
Wisconsin Guaranteed Higher Education Plan
Ad Hoc Committee on Financing Higher Education, V: 107
Wisconsin Higher Educational Aids Board
Federal-State partnership in GSL, II1: 167
Loans, recommendations on, III: 165
Wisconsin Higher Education Opportunity Plan
Access, V: 112
Cost of program, V: 112
Disadvantaged, aid to, V: 114, 117
Iigher education financing, V: 108
Low/no tuition, V: 117, 121
Objectives of, V: 112
Summary of, V: 116, 123
Wisconsin State guarantee agency
Collection process, II1: 168
Loan program, IIt: 27
Women
Access, VIII: 196, 214
Enrollment, VII: 24
Part-time students, VIII: 196, 214
See also Minority students
Work
Academic credit for, Florida Memorial College, VIII: 129
Academic performance, effect on, VIII: 77, 114; 1X: 17
Income, relation to, V: 145
Loans, relation to, V:145
Work programs
Colorado State program, VII: 85
Self-help potential, II: 29, 30, 40, 42, 46, 251
Southern California, University of, VIII: 32-33
State work-study aid, V: 90, 104, 114
Yale
Low-income students, V: 126
Young Presidents’ Organization
PO Task Force on Guaranteed Student Loan Program, II1: 112-164
Youth: Transition to Adulthood by James Coleman, VIII: 182-183
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